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PREFACE 


This Reply to Belloy, along with The Pope from Controversy III, 


the matter on the latety cnd seculars also from The Controversies, 
end The Power of the Pope in Temporels, may be said to give the 
views of Bellarwine on Politics; theory, philosophy, end apolica- 
tion to uctual life. The translation py Dr. K.E.Murphy takes care 
of putting the De Leicis into English. This writer hopes to put 
the other two into English. ‘ 

The only two copies of this work know are in the Bibiiotheque 
Nationale, Paris. The title page shovwis no place of publication, 
nor publisher. Bellarmine used his two middle names on the title 
page. I believe I have read some place that the Pope desired that 
in view of the publication of the large amoumt of waterial by Bel- 
larmine on this subject just letely in the General Controversies 
a different name be used in this tract. It “is interesting to note 
that Bellarmine, in his first page oftfie Power of the Pope in Tem- 
porals,icok to task the publisher of William Direlayts Power of the 


Bone for not giving his nawe, the printer's and the place of publi- 
cation!) | ° 
The manuscript of this work has not been located. The Vatican 


Library, as well as the British Museum end the Bibliothéque Nation- 
aleshave no information on this subject. The Catholic Encyclopedia 
gives the date of publication as 1986; this in connection with a 
longhand note,on the title, page of the 1587 edition,that pages 65- 
80 belong to another edition, may mean that there were at least two. 
~ The rather numerous errors in the book would indicate that Bel- 
larwine did not read the proof. This might point to a place of 
publication other than Rome, where Bellarmine was at the time of 
publicetion. The name Stephanus Balurius appears also in longhand 
on the title page; and this may be the name of the supposed pub- 
lisher or printer. Bellarmine himself refers to the work of Fran- 
ciscus Romulus many times in his Power of the Pope in Temporals, 
and in Chapter VI says that it was not published in Rome, but in 
France; just where he does not say: "gua urbe non memimwi." 

Due to the disproportionate costs, delays, and other inconveni- 
ences of reproduction by printing, I huve cut the stencils and min- 
eographed this work, thus controlling the complete process. 


“G. A.M. 


VECONR LBITION 
The second edition conrects ate errors, principally typo- 


graphical. GAM 
GeAghie 
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- POSTSCRIPT TO FOREVORD 


_ gince writing the FOREWORD, I have becowe ewure thet one of 
the statements I wade there is perhaps incorrect,.or certain- 
ly at least obscure... Toward the bottow of page xii, I said: 


A EE SN 
- 


Now, in Bellarminets treatise, The Power of the Pope in 
Temporal Affairs against jiilliam Barclay, recently also trans- 
lated and published by Dr. G.A.Moore, I realize that in sever- 
al places he speaks of a true separation of the two societies 
as against a were distinction of powers in the si:me society. 
| Therefore I welcowe the opportunity, in this new edition of 
this work, to explain a little more fully my meaning in the 
quotation above. ake 

We have to distinguish between two theories of Church and 
State in this connection. One is the medieval one, espoused 
by Bellarmine (indeed considered by him to be the only valid 
one in his time), by which there was only one Christian soci- 
ety, which he commonly calls"the Church"(we would call it 
Christendom), and in which there were two distinct functions, 
the spiritual and the temporal, exercised respectively by the 
Pope and Bishops on the one hand, and on the other by the En- 
peror, kings, and princes. The other theory, recognized by 
Bellarmine as historically possible, but in his time obsolete, 
at least in Western Europe, recognized two separate societies, 
the Church and the State, which had not only two different 
functions, but even different heads. 

- No one can understand Bellarmwinets position, in this treat- 
ise, or in his Power of the Pope, or his other writings, unless 
he keeps this essential distinction in mind. All that he says 
about the deposing powers of the Pope, here and elsewhere, can 
only be understood in the light of the one-society theory. 
Once granted that assumption, Bellarmine's logic from there on 
was unassailable. 

The key phrase, used constantly by Bellarmine, one which 
strikes strangely on our wodern ears, was that the Emperor, 
kings, and princes existed and acted "in the Church." Once 
that you grant that these temporal functionaries were part of 
the Churchts organism (that there were kings and princes in the 
; Church) , there is little difficulty in accepting the rest of 
his argument. 

The difficulty is that even in Bellarmine!ts time (end of the 
sixteenth, beginning of the seventeenth, centuries) his histor- 


xa 


POSTSCRIPT TO FOREWORD 


ical assumptions (upon which all political theory is based) 
had already begun to dissolve. The rise and spread of Islam, 
the Eastern Schism, the Re..aissance, the defection of North- 
ern and Northwest Europe from Catholic unity, the discovery 
and colonization of India and the New World, the rise and tri- 
- umph of royal absolutism in Engiand, Spain, and France, all 
these together had once and for all put an end to tne "one- 
society"theory of the Middle Ages upon which Bellarmine Dased 
all his arguments. He was, as I saic, in wy original FORE- 
WORD, fighting a gallant rearguard action in.a losing cause. 

In spite of this, however, it seoms to me that Bellermine 
would find himself quite at home in: the modern milieu. He 
accepted in theory thé idea of. separation of two societies, 
when that actually existed. All political theorists write in 
the context of their contemporary reclities, as Bellarmine 
‘.was convinced that he was doing. Confronted with the fact of 
actual separation, I am convinced thet he would have adjusted 
his theory to the situation. folk yee 


wilfrid Parsons, Sid. 


Georgetown University, 
February 17, 1950, 


| FOREWORD: 


Political scientists are likely to have considerable difficul- 
ty in following this urgument of Cardinal Bellarmine against the 
succession of Henry of Navarre unless they keep in mind two 
points: (1) the essence of the medieval political theory; and (2) 
the fact thet Bellarmine, though writing in the late sixtcenth 
century, still held firmly to this theory, ss if it were still 
Meet IMUM LUC. i Tyco ities. sein lite,” 

The essence of the mediéval political theory cid not lie in 
our modern concept or the State as.a separate gociety from the 
Church. It conceived of all Christian men «ws living in one sin- 
gle society, which was variously called sometimes Resnublica 
Christiana, Christian Commonwealth, "the Christian péople, some- 
times simply "the Church. ™ :-Our best English word for it is 
Christendon. In this single Christizn society there were two 
supreme functions or offices: the Priesthood (Sacerdotium), re- 
presented at its highest by the Pope, but at lower Levels by 
Bishops and priests; and the Fwpire (Imperium), represented at 
its highest by the Holy Rowan. Emperor, but elso et lower levels 
by kings and princes. - -. Deana 
‘These two functions in Christendom ( the Church) hed an iden- 
“ical end and purpose: the eternal salvation of «11 their sub- 
_jects, and their subjects were assumed to be in all cases the 


-. game: the Christien veople. ::.The means, however, which these two 


powers or authorities used for this end, differed essentially; 
the political power used material and temporal means, the eccles- 
. iastical power used spiritual. means. The analogy most used, 

|, following. St. Gregory Nazianzen and §t.: Augustine, was the dis- 
'tinetion. between the body and the soul: the- political power 
served the body, the ecclesiastical power served the soul, of 
the identical man. or woman of Christendom for an identical end: 
his eternal salvation. The: two powers had the same end; only 
the means which each used differed...” a 

~ Hence it is a complete anachronism to speak of Church and 
State in the.centuries between the. seventh and the early fif- 
“teenth. There was no Church .and State during thet period as we 
understand them now; namely as,.two distinct societies, each with 
its distinct ends: spiritual:or temporal hevviness, each with 
its separate heads, Pope or Bishop. and. king or government, On 
the contrary, there was but one: society—Christendom—with one 
end, but at its head merely two rulers— spiritucl and material— 
both serving the same end. This fact has been amply shown in 
fairly recent times by many German and French writers, end in 
English by the Carlyles and Lord Bryce in Grezt Britain, and Mc- 
Ilwain in this comtry. 


xt 


FOREWORD 


Several conclusions follow from what has been called the med- 
jeval synthesis. The most important, of course, is that, since 
"Christendom" was essentially both a spiritual and homogeneous 
society, the spiritual head of it had precedence over its tempo- 
ral head in matters which involved religion or morality. The 
second conclusion was, obviously, that the temporal head must be 
a believer and practiser of the religion and morality of that 
society. If he ceased to be either or both, he ceased to Yeah 
member of that society, and so clearly could not be its head, .- 
since the head and members must be united in fuith and practice. 
The third conclusion was that the spiritual power would have the 
right and duty of deciding when and if the possessor of the ten- 
poral power was really end truly a member of the society as a 
whole. And finally, us a logical conclusion, if the temporal 
prince had ceased to believe in or practice the religion and. 
morality of this monolithic society, he could be declared by.‘the 
spiritual head of it to be no longer a member of it; that is, he - 
could be "excommunicated," no longer a wember of the Christian : 
comunity. It followed inexorably that he could no longer be. 
head of that community, or any part of it, and so could be: de-. 
clared to be deposed since he was no longer a member of it, or. 
excluded as its head. The same would therefore be definitely. 
true of any prince outside the Church who ambitioned a place of. 
ah nts within the Church; that is, within the Christian com- 
munity. : es 

With this background in mind, we are in a position to under- 
stand why Cardinal Bellarmine in 1586 wrote his answer to Bel-.: 
loy's pamphlet, in which it was alleged that Henry of Navarre, 
as he was then, could rightfully succeed to the Crown of France. 
As the four parts show, Bellarmine hcd first to prove that the. 
writer was not really a Catholic, but actually a Huguenot. Sec- 
ondly, he had to show that Huguenots were not Catholics but ~ 
heretics, outside the Church. In Part Three, which is the heart 
of the matter, he had to show that a heretic could not rightful- 
ly succeed, according to the constitutional law of the time, to. 
any Christian throne; thet is, to any political function within 
the Christian Church. The Fourth Part is an argumentum ad ho- 
minum against any heretical or pagan rule over a truly-Chriatian © 
land. tery | Sar 
I have said that Part’ Three is the heart of the matter. In 
this part I find the kernel to be in Chapter XX: "Pope and De- 
position of Rulers." In wany ways this chapter will come as a 
surprise to today's readers of politicel science. Here, in the 
only place I know in his generation, Bellarmine speaks of a dis- 
tinction between the ecclesiastical and political powers; and on 
the other hand of a true separation of Church end State. I re-. 
fer to his words as translated here (cf.pp. 4Q—44). He makes © 
two observations. The first. is that the ecclesiastical power,: 
which the Pope holds, and the political power, which the Emperor 


pal? 


FOREWORD 


and other kings and princes hold, are distinct in limits cnd du- 
ties. They obviously belong to the same Christian society of 
which the wedieval writers spoke. But he says that there are, how- 
ever, other cases in which the two societies themselves are separ- 
ate. fa 

Thus he envisages two differnt kinds of socio-~religious organ- 
izations in the world. In the’one, he merely speaks of two dif- 
ferent powers. They are distinct, for they employ different means; 
but they are not separate,for they have the seme end. They are two 
distinct functions in the same society—the Christian Commonwealth. 
In the other case, Bellarmine instances two possible contingencies, 
one historical, on contemporary. There was a time when the Church 
“had no political princes." That, of course, was before Constan- 
tine, when the Church and the State, cs two different societies, 
vere obviously separate. The theory of freedom of the Church de- 
mwanded separation. The contemporary instances would seem to be 
the Mohammedan states in the Near Last and Northern Africa, the 
Buddhist princedoms in India, and even the purely Protestant states 
of Northern Europe, including Scandinavia. 

Now the significant thing about this is thet Bellarwine mckes 
no claim that in the second category of states there should be any- 
thing but "separate" jurisdictions. It would be stupid if he did 
otherwise, for a Catholic Church united in 4 single society under 
a Mohamvedan , a Buddhist, or even a Protestant ruler, would be in 
a condition of sheer slavery. Vhat Bellarmine is contending here 
is that France still belongs to the single Christian Commonwealth 
that head existed in the Middle Ages and consequently was subject to 
the political theory which that then entailed. 

Readers may speculate whether he wes fighting a gallant rear- 
guard action in a losing cause. The medieval concept of ons soci- 
ety had already sustained a mortal blow with the rise of the nation- 
al states in the late thirteenth century. However that may be, we 
have here probably the last statement of an historical position 
which the logic of events in the emergence of the modern lay state 
wes soon to render very historical. 


Wilfrid Parsons, S.J. 
Georgetown University 


Washington, D.C. 
15 April 1949 
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REPLY TO THE PRINCIPAL POINTS OF THE ARGUMENT WHICH 
IS FALSELY ENTITLED CATHOLIC FOR THE - 
CUCCEESTION OF HENRY OF 


PREFACE 


There once appexred along with some other heretical booklets 
an Argument published at peris by E. D. L. I. C.- thus nominally 
the zuthor obscurely signified his ovn name-~- which the more eas-- 
ily to deceive the incautious is entitled Catholic. There cre 
four parts to this Argument; the first is wholiy used in describ- 
ing the genealogy of the House of Bourbon. The second refutes the 
two objections made against HNeury of Navarre, formerly king, that 
is, that he was illegitimate tnd a heretic. ‘The third disproves 
the third objection, that the sime person would be guilty of the 
crime of treason... Jastly, the fourth embraces the discussion 
whether the uncle ought to be put ahead of the son of nis brother 
in the law of succession, or not, 

Out of these points I thought:only those should! be treeted by 
me at this tiwe that seem to pertain to the Ci.tholic religion, 
which the author by a simulation of being very Catholic strives 
with supreme deceit to overturn, and those that seem to pertain 
to the bull of the most holy Pope Sixtus Vy published very lztely 
against Henry of Navarre, Which he in a most pseudo-Catholic man 
ner covertly opposes, 

Therefore at this point I shill say nothing on the genealogy 
of the House of Bourbon, nothing about the warriage of the par- 
ents of the same Henry, nothing on the crime of rebellion, and 
of other matters of the sort that are cest up to him. ioreover, 
that controversy on the low of succession between the son of the 
brother und the uncle of tne former I shall not even touch upon; 
for the supreme Shepherd of the Catholic Church did not declare 
Henry of Navarre. spurious and after his uncle in the right of 
succession, but .a manifest heretic and one relapsed into heresy; 
and under this head he deprived him-— whatever finally way come 
of other matters- of the right of succession, and he declared 
him incapacitated for the crown of the Most Christien Kings. 

And it does not seem worthwhile laboriously to discuss the other 
items, since by this one crime of heresy Navarre very clearly 
hurled himself from the hope of succession, for the sustaining 
of which the whole defense wes constituted. Further, the author 
of the avology, in order that he may refute the argument sprung 
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from the heresy, undertook..that three certain things .must be 
shown; first, that for heresy princes cannot be deprived of en- 
pire, or right to empire; second, the Huguenots, to which sect 
the Navarre king belongs, it wes not possible to deny are not. 
heretics, or at least not yet in a lawfui council of the Church 
have they been condemned as heretics; lastly, there is no reason 
why Catholics should fear for their religion and faith, if they 
should accept Navarre, though a heretic, is king; on the grounds 
that he, without doubt, will permit each person to enjoy frecdom 
of conscience in religion. And that he may be judged to plead 
this cause with the very best faith and not with varty bias, but 
impelled only by the truth in tritving this defense, everywhere 
throughout the book he teaches and openly discloses himself a 
Catholic. So that we may not stand in his tracks, we shall show 
first thet the cuthor of the apology falsely assumes the name of 
Cutholic, since he way be either a heretic, or perhaps even an 
atheist; second, the sect of the Huguenots, of which Navarre 
openly by words and deed itself as.erts himseif to be a profes+ 
sor, is completely heretical, and long since has been condemned 
by the Catholic Church not just once in lawful and plenary coun- 
cils; third, heretics by law can eitner be cast out of empire 
and kingdom, or deprived of the succession to eny kingdom and 
empire over Catholic peoples by the Apostolic See. We shall add 
also finally the reasons why these people must be considered not 
only imprudent but also too little zealous in the Cethclic faith, 
not to say betrayers, who, though they may be able to prevent it, 
would permit a wan, who has been judged and condemned by the 
Church as a-heretic, to ascend the throne. 


PART I 


CHAPTER I 


To make a start with that which we have placed in the prime 
place, and to uncover the fraud of this pseudo-Cutholic— he’ en- 
titles his Apology thus, Catholic Apology, etc., etc.— presently 
he begins the preface witn these words: "No time ever existed of 
Christian and Catholic France." jfnd iest we should think the 
name of Catholic is acceptea by him otherwise than we now would: 
accept it who distinguish the C.tholic Church from the essem 
blages of the Luthcrens end the’ Calvinists or Huguenots, the. 
same person a little farther on in the same preface thus dis- 
closes himself; "And I indeed am not zealous'in this matter so . 
that I may.advance that religion which Navarre professes, being 
one who am and who ever have been a Cataolia and who have spent 
my life under .the authority of the Roman Cetholic.Church." This 
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is what he said, And in these words not only does he to the 
word Catholic Church add Roman, but he also very clearly op- 
poses the Catholic Church of Rome, of which he professes him- 
Beli 50m.) to thie sect: whieh vavarre protects, amd therefore 
while he confirms himself to be of the Roman Catholic faith and 
Church, he does not speak, as sometimes the Calvinists are wont 
about the Catholic faith which once existed at Rome, or which 
even at this time may be there secretly among the Calvinists, 

but plainly about that which now publicly flourishes and is «4 
vigorous at Rome, and which all heretics, and especially with 
the Huguenots carries on war, He likewise confirms these words 
in the second part of the Apology, Number 4, page 51: "The sa- 
ered decrees of the Catholic Church are full of these decisions, 
ete."; moreover, he enumerates the decrees of the Roman Popes 
Evaristus, Marcellus, Nicholas I,. Alexander III and Innocent I,. 
from which we understand the author of the Avology to acknew~ 
ledge as the holy Roman Catholic Church not only that which ex- 
tevec intthe first five or six hunérediyears, which also the Hu- 
guenots acknowledge, but also that which existed after the year 
Copune uord 1500. which of ithe name of the, Catholic) Church) not 
only do the Calvinists and the Iutherans deem unworthy , but 
which they also continually censure as the reign of gnti-ghrist, 
Thither also those matters point that are contained on page 7é: 
"Or, did not the supreme dilige:.ce and zeal of our Most Ghristian 
and Catholic kings satisfy you in aiding their people’ and in 
leading them to one single Apostolic Roman religion? What prof- 
@eea us So many' fires, slaughvers , and battles?" So he; speaks, 
Woece eure: y Ne does) not seem! to have’ been’ able, more) clearly’ to 
Signify thet this church which now is disaquieted by the Hugue- 
not heretics is the only true and Apostolic Catholic Church, For 
this is the Church of which the Most Christian and powerful 
kings of the French ever professed themsélves to be sons and in 
favor of which against the Huguenot heretics with flames and 
Sword they piously stormed. Lastly, on page 114 in discussing 
ecclesiastical ceremonies the author of this Apology says: "And. 
also I do not say this for the reason that I may make accusation 
against the institution of the ceremonies of our Chureh which I 
Smee. worsnip of God ordinarily observe." . Therefore this, Church 
bier euthor calls his church) in which the ceremonies) arevceLes 
brated which the Huguenots would want removed and in fact in 
their own articles heve taken away. And So up to this time I 
have demonstrated that the author of the Apology most clearly 
professes himself a follower of the Catholic shal anns ss he which now 
is observed and fostered at Rome. 


CHAPTER IT 


Now from the words of the same person I shall show that he 
is nothing less than what he lies and feigns that he is; and 
in the first place in the second part of the Apology, page 71, 
on the Council of Trent he speaks as follows to the bishops 
and presbyters of the Catholic Church: "Really this Council of 
Trent of yours, which you put forward as an excuse and in which 
you condemn them, is not lawful." Could that man more clearly 
signify himself most foreign to that religion of which a little 
before he declared himself a follower and worshiper? For the 
Roman Catholic Church, quite as a whole, whether you:would con- 
sider the head, or the members, or the’ clergy, ors ie) peop es 
or the princes, or, the private individuals, ellist say vvereee 
ate the faith and dogmas of the Synod of Trent as a legitimate 
and ecumenical synod. Pope Pius IV himself approved that 
whole council, did he not, by public letters, which are now ex- 
tant, and ordered that it be received and observed by all 
"Christians? Do not all the bishops make the profession of 
‘faith’ published: by the same Pope Pius IV and secording tan 
swear that they will preach the decrees concerning religion of 
the Council o*-Trent and defend them even unto death? Po they 
not do this very thing as often as they are present. in the 
Catholic Church, either’in the congregations or in the gymnas-— 
iums? The ambassadors of the Christian princes Emperor Ferdin- 
and, and Kings Charles of France, Philip of Spain, Sebastian, of 
Portugal, and Sigismund of Poland, and the several minor kings, 
did they not in the last session of the council, when. all the 
decrees were reviewed, represent their own princes and acceps 
in the names of all of them the same decrees? Therefore what 
sort of a Catholic is he who audaciously repudiates this coun- 
cil, which all prinees of the Catholic Church, not only eccles-= 
“astical but also secular, and all their peoples and even the 
whole Christian world welcome? (‘While the Arian perfidy was e: 
once raging, in a like manner among Christians the name of Cath- 
olic was used, and the defender of the Nicene Council is so 
termed, and afterwards when the Eutychians were tearing the 
Church asunder, they alone were being considered Gatholics who 
were observing the decrees of the Council of Chalcedon, Hence 
St. Ambrose in Epistle 32 to the younger Valentinian writes as 
follows: "I follow the formula of the Nicene Council, from 
which neither death nor the sword will be able to separate me." 
Also St. Basil in Epistle 28, in which he sets forth his own 
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faith, commands that by no other mark heretics are to be @is- 
tinguished from Catholics than by the approval or disapproval 
of the Synod of Nicaea. Also the Most Holy Pope Lep-to pass 
over meanwhile other fathers-in Ebist1e. 78.to0 Emperor Lep , | 
Says: "They are not at all to be counted among Catholics who 
do not follow the venerable definitions of the Synod of Nicaea, 
or the rules of the holy Council of Chaleedon.". This same 
thing clearly at this time is permitted to be said by us. of the 
Council of Trent, and no other note more clearly,and no mark 
More certainly now distinguishes heretics from Gatholiecs than 
the approval and defense of the Council of Trent. 


CHAPTLE ur 


- But let us proceed to other betes A by which may be 

' plainly recognized with how great. deceit the author of the 
Apology has termed himself a Catholic... On page 77 he says: 

i YPhor ithe very best counsel, which wise men have given in this 
“ease ,) would be if we would hold for certain that to be religion 
which brings forward reformation; seeing that if it is not from 
‘God end from the, precept, of His. teaching’ it will perish without 
. War and pass eway in smoke, as happened to so many heresies 
“that have preceded us: but if it is’ in. Sk AC of the plan 
of the Holy Spirit. We Cry out “Ly Vain?) For He wee ipertect 


-~. His’ own work." To be sure, a remarkable Gatholic, who has not 
“yet decided for sure in his own mind whether the sects that are 


raving with so much madness in the Catholic Church are of the 
Holy Spirit or not! John Calvin, whom the: Huguenots follow as 
leader and commander, in Institutes, Book IV, Chapter II, Sec- 


tion 1, on the Catholic Church, of which the author of the 
Apology destres to be considered a member, says: " It is cer- 


tain that the church does not exist where’ Lie and falsity have 
Beozeo tie power. ! Since the matter is, in, this, condition in the 
papacy, one can understand what there:-is- bet t. o1 tne “Churca, ) 
Diece o1 the supper ‘of the Lord the: most~ foul sacrilege has 
-erept in; the public meetings sre schools of idolatry and impi- 
. ety.” .Thus he spokes ‘Such things the Huguenots indiscrimin- 
"ately write in books end blab forth in their serucns, Who 
therefore would believe that he is a Catholic who:.is in se much 
doubt the sects of these people are of the Holy Spirit who se 
horribly vomit forth blasphemies against the Catholic Church 


thet they deny it to be not only the true Church, but also to 
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not hesitate to call it a school of idolatry ana impiety? Also 
he, who has not yet determined for certain that the sect of Cal~ 
vin is not of God, necessarily would doubt whether that Church 
be of God, and from that whether the Church be of God which 
judged Calvin to be a heretic; moreover, how can he who is of. 
this type be called a Catholic, since he does not yet hold which 


is the Catholic Church? 


CHAPTER IV 


But farther that remarkable Catholic now goes, seeing that on 
page 109 he says that there is one faith, one religion of the 
Catholics and Calvinists, and from this beginning afterwards on 
page 124 he gathers that Henry of Navarre is not a heretic, 
though he publicly professed that he would continue in the sect 
of Calvin even.unto death. Also on page 186 he adds that the 
Same Navarre is a Catholic and pious. "So Catholic (he says) is 
the prince, so pious and God-fearing, that never would he refuse, 
etc." Here first I ask how do those things agree with those 
things which above we have cited from the same author? For in 
the Preface is found the following: "And indeed I am not zeale 
ous in this matter that I may advance that religion, namely, 
which Navarre professes, aS one who am and always have been a 
Catholic." If you do not want to promote the religion of Navarre 
because you are a Catholic, therefore that religion is not one 
with yours and cannot be called Catholic; for otherwise, because 
you are a Gatholic, you could and ought very greatly advance it. 
But if the religion of Navarre must be said to be neither Catho- 
lic, nor one with, nor the same as the Catholic, why is it that 
now, having forgotten your former words, you say that our relig- 
ion is one with that of the Calvinists, and that Navarre, a Cal- 
vinist, is a Catholic and pious? Then if our religion and faith 
and that of the Huguenots are one, and they no less than we are 
called and are Catholics, what is that which on page 71 you were 
saying, that "the most Christian and Catholic Kings of the 
French had exerted themselves with supreme zeal, even with fire 
and sword, to aid their people and to lead them to the one and 
only Apostolic faith?" What was the need for such great conten- 
tion, if the religion of all is one? Do you not yet realize how 
openly throughout the whole Apology you fight with yourself, both 
while you join heretics with Catholics and make one religion out. © 
of those that very intensely fighting against each other, and. 
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that you show yourself to be of no church, of no religion? 

But you will say, there is one religion of the Catholics and 
*+ye Huguenots, if dogmas are viewed and the substantial are 
ticles of our religion; yet there is not one if the discus-~ 
Sion would be on ceremfnies which in later times have beyond 
the Scriptures been carried into the church, for this you 

write on page i109, where you state that a controversy has 

beet: Dut up between us and the Huguenots only in whether ex- 
teonel ceremonies should be retained which in the primitive 

age or the chureh were not in use, but which at various times 
heve outside the Seripture been instituted by the Pones. 

But. this we shall discuss more fully in a later chapteiv: now 
this only do I urge. If. there is only. question avout: cere. :; 
Mories devised in leter times, therefore the Catholic faith... 
and the Apostolic religion are wholly one among the Gathclics: .. 
and Huguenots. For the Catholic faith does not take its name. 
from human ceremjgnies but from substantial articles which are. 
supported by the word of God; and thatis said to be the Apas~.. 
tolic religion which the apostles handed down, and which also— 
flourished in the first age of the Church, “And Since these | 
things are so, the arguments made a little before return; that _ 
is, if the Catholic faith and the apostolic religion of our— 
selves and of the Huguenots are one, why do you not venture te 
promote the sect of the Huguenots, as in the preface VourGew — >. 
clare, because you are a Catholic? And why. did the most Gar iar °° 
tian and Gatholic kings of the French with such great effort,’ © 
with sword and fire, with wars end: slaughters, as you said, 
strive to urge their peoples to the-one, only apostolic relig- 
Therefore from these matters which have been brought up 
y-be perceived that the au- 
but that he de- 
a9) ne & 


ion? 
+c such a point by us it can easil 
thor of the Apology is not really a Catholic, 
sired to misuse that splendid term, so that more ea 
might impose-upon and deceive the more simple men. 


PART II 


CHAPTER. V 


But that we may more nearly approach the case- the author of 
the Apology attempts to demonstrate that Navarre, who he does 
not. deny is a Huguenot, is not a heretic, Indeed, he chiefly 
effects this by two arguments; first, because discord between 
the Catholics and the Huguexots is not about the supreme faith 
but only about external ceremonies, without which the Christi- 
ans of the primitive age lived and worshiped God. Secondly, be- 
cause the sect of the Huguenots has not yet been condemned in | 
any lawful convention of the Church; for the Council of Trent is 
not yet lawful, and it never has been acknowledged by the kings 
of France, All these are matters which that suthor puts forward 
for freeing Navarre from the very grave crime of heresy, in 
which there are evidently four fglsities; first, that the contro- 
versy between us and the Huguenots is nothing but about human 
and external ceremmies; secondly, that the. ceremonies which the 
Huguenots want done away with were not used among the Christians 
of the early age; thirdly, that the sect of the Huguenots has 
not yet been condemned by any lawful court of the Church; and 
fourthly, that the Council of Trent is not yet lawful, and has 
never been acknowledged by the kings of France, And if I show 
by the most sure reasons that all these points are false, I shall 
bring it about at the same time that Navarre, because he is a her~ 
etic, cannot be defended in any way agamst the charge of heresy. 


CHAPTER VI 


So then, that the controversy between the Catholics and the 
Huguenots is not only about external ceremonies but is even aw 
bout the very chiefest points of our faith is not wanting of 
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proof. For this in the very first place both parties, not only 
the Catholic Church itself, but also the sectgrians and our ad- 
versaries affirm, seeing that the Catholic. Church both in the 
Synod of Trent announced very many opinions to the effect that 
the heresies of the Iutherans and Calvinists are very pernici- 
ous, and at Rome annually ai the fifth feast in the Lord's Sup- 
stikes all sectarians in a pudlic judgment with excommunication 
and interdicts the reading cf their vooks by. faithful peoples 
with a proposed severe rpenaity; and lastly agaxnst ali sectari- 
ans and especially against Huguenots, as against manifest and 
ferocious wolves, orders inquiry to be’ made.. Al] these things 
very clearly declare what our Catholic Churen thinks about the 
magnitude and grevity of the present. controversies. What in 
truth the Calvinists think could be understood from the words 
of Calvin cited a little while ago, but I shell not hesitate to 
add another passage So that the vanity of this arguing impostor 
may be more clearly apparent. Well -then,. John Calvin at the 
‘beginning of the book on the necessity of reforming the church 
speaks of those matters which he does not- approve in ‘our Catho- 
lic Church and to which he pretends that . the. sum of the present 
controversies can be reduced, Hé- says: "We. say that the chief 
Points of the doctrine in which the truth of. our religion, in 
which the pure and legitimate worsnip of God, in which salva~ 
tion is contained, have nearly died out; we say. that the. prac- 
tice of the sacraments in many ways has been vitieted and pol- 
luted; we say that the government of the Church.has been con- 
verted into the shape of foul. and unbearable. tyranny." That is 
what he said, Do you know, mest. vane men, that by the testi-- 
mony of the contenders the controversy is. about not only the 
external and human ceremonies,- but abovt. the truth of doctrine, 
about the worship of God, about the celestial sacraments, about 
the government of the whole Church? or. is not therefore your 
sudacity clearly incredible and intolerable, you. who, though 
professing to be a law expert, are realiy both. wholly ignorant 
of and inexperienced in theological matters, - and yet would dare 
+c lump the contrceversies in 2 word, ara to prefer without any 
testimonies of Scripture, with no authority of councils ie nen 
thers, your judgment, though fortified with no reasoning, 
the judgment of all theologians, not only Catholic but atea 
Protestant? But let us come to. the very articles of the ques- 
tions and the doctrine of the Church’which in the Council of 
mreent very especially stand out, since we may compare with the 
renedy of Calvin that same council, ‘so that if perchance our 


10 REPLY TO BELLOY 


he may ve able to feel his way along by 
his very hands, and not to judge on only external. geremonies 
Catholics along with sectarians. In the’ sourta sess3icn of the 
council on the number of the canonical Seripvures was dete ites 
mined that very thing which years before in the third Counert 
of Carthage had been decided. Caivin resists in his remaqdy 

the hooks of Tobias, Judith, Eccltesiasticus, Sapientiese, and 
Maccabees, as he restores the apuerypral ones, Is this to ais 
fer on external ceremonies, or rather on a fundamental of the 
faith? In the fifth session on original sin that very thing 
the council teaches which LOOO years before the Councils of Mi- 
levum and orange had taught- that original sin, which is braight 
about by carnal generation, is so destroyed by the spiritual « 
regeneration of baptism that nothing remains in the baptised 
which would contain any reason for blame, In his remedy Calvin 
resists and asserts that original sin is so clinging in man 
that neither by baptism nor by any other coulfl it even up to 
death be removed, From this start all sectarians of this per-= 
tod gather that men have no merits, no truly just works, that 
the law of God is impossible, and many other matters of that 
kind, which sufficiently show that the controversy is not only 
about external ceremonies tut also about the gutstanding arti- 
eles of our faith, In the sixth session on the justification 
of the impious these matters are handed on which are contained 
in the Scriptures and fathers very clearly and in great part in 
the Council of Orange~- that free will has not been extinguished 
but weakened; that not only by faith are men justified; that 
without baptism in fact or by desire justification happens to 
no one; that men are justified by inherent grace, not through 
imputation; that the justified could so fulfil the law of God 
that he would truly and properly merit eternal life through *. 
this obedience; and lastly that grace could be lost through sin, 
though faith had not been lost. Calvin opposes in his remedy 
and clearly teaches that free will has been extinguished; that 
men are justified by faith alone; that without baptism the sors 
of men can not only be considered just but can enter the king- 
dom of heaven, even though the Lord said, "Except one shall ... 
have been born again of water, etc." and by the imputation of 
the obedience of Christ they are made just whoever are justi- 
fied with God, and that the divine law is beyond the strength 
of all men, even the justified; that there are nq merits woree 
thy of the name, since all our works are sinful; that individ- 
vel faith is the companion of a good conscience, and therefore 
faith cannot be present where there be an evil conscience, 


apologist be blind , 
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What will this pseudocatholic aiversary sey? Are these ques 
tions about ceremonies, or condust uf the faith in accordanes 
with the divine law? About indifferent things. ct about eter- 
nal salvation itself? ifn the seventh session Satgraments are 
treated: that. these were seven in mimber: that they aiffer trom 
the sacraments cf the old law ret only in exverrai rive; and 
that they were not cnly instituted fcr supporting the faith, 
but they conferred the @erece of God in sunsequence of Work Dere 
formed: that the baptism of John @id mot have that force that 
the bavtism of Christ nad; and it is narded down that there are 
Some other certain metters to be hela by faith,. Calvin opposes 
in his remedy; he denies that there ars seven sacraments of the 
new law, and he acxnowledges not more than two or three(for ine 
deed it is-not very clear to him, as is gathered from Institutes 
Book IV, Chapter XIV, Section 20, and Chapter XVIII, Section 20) 
but these are not distinguished in force and efficacy from the 
old sacraments, nor do they confer grace by work worked, nor do 
they effect anything greater than faith supports, and he con- 
tends that the baptism of Christ is not different from the bap- 
tism of John. And surely these controversies are not concern-.. 
ing human ceremonies but concerning divine sacraments, and not. 
only about ecclesiasticel rites but about outstanding aids to 
our salvation. And up to this point'the remedy of Calvin is ex-~ 
tended- that if the other matters which in the same council 
¢oncerning the verity of the body of Christ in the Eucharist, on 
the sacrifice of the mass, on the sacrament of penitence, about 
Purgatory, on the invocation of the saints, and about the very 
many most serious dogmas of our faith we should want to compare 
with those errors which exist in the Institutes and other come 
mentaries of Calvin on the same matters, what at last will be 
the outcome? We hold therefore that what the author of the . 
Apology writes on page 109 is false- that the faith of the Cath- 
olies and the Huguenotsis one, and that there only remains that 
it be determined and agreed concerning the institution of exter 
nal ceremonies, 7 be 


CHAPTER VII 


I come to the second point, and though it would not pertain 
mach to our purpose, whether the ecclesiastical ceremonies were 
in use in the early age of the Church, or whether they were de~ 
velope@ in later times, yet because the author of the Apology 
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affirms on page 109 "that it is agreed among us that in the ear- 
dy age of the Church the Christiens lived end solemnly worshizsi 
God without these external ceremonies. which now the Huznrencts 
want done away with," which is very felse, I shail show in a 
few words that most of the ceremonies that the Huguenots retect 
are very ancient and come down from no other source than from 
the Apostolic tradtion. The great Basil in his book on the Holy 
Spirit to Amphilochius, in Chapter XVII, enumerates those things 
that have been handed down by the Apostles and which the Church 
universally observes; and in the first place he puts the cere- 
Mony of marking men with the sign of the cross, which ceremony 
not less than Satan himself the Huguenots avoid; 2, praying to 
the cast; 5, the words of invocation when the Eucharist is 
chown; 4, blessing of the baptism water; 5, consecration of the 
oil; 6, the anointing of those that receive baptism; the other 
ceremonies of baptism. St. Hieronymous in the letter to Marcel- 
lus on the errors of Montanus clearly affirms that the forty 
day fast was handed down by the Apostles. St. John Chrysostom, 
in his homily 3 on the Epistle to the Philippians constantly re« 
fers to the practice of the Apostles in offering sacrifices for 
the dead, Origen on Chapter 6 of the Epistle to the Romans says, 
"the Church got the tradition from the Aposties to give baptism 
also to infants." Justin Martyr in 2, Apolegy, near the end, 
among other rites which he recounts as handed down from the © 
Apostles, places the mixing of water and wine at the sacrament 
of the altar. Epiphanius in his book on heresy, near the close, 
in a compendium reports these things which from the most ancient 
times the Catholic Church has observed ané also new diligently 
observes, and among these he lists perpetual celibacy, the soli- 
tary life, various orders of monks, the fast of Lent, the most 
beloved of foods, sacrifices for the deceased, feast days, and 
very many things ofthe samekind; but there is no need longer to 
tarry over this matter, since our opponent has not offered any-~ 
thing in support of his opinion, and the books of the fathers 
are filled with testimonies of this type, 


CHAPTER VIII 


- Now indeed that the sect of the Huguenots not just once has 
been condemned by a public and lawful court of the Cnhureh, which 
was the third of the things that we undertook to prove, we shall 
show with little trouble. The principal controversy for which 
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not only to the Catholics but also to the Imtherans the Hugue- 
nots are heretics is found in the Lord's Supper. Further this 
controversy was discussed, adjudged and ended, not only in the- 
Council of Trent, as our opponent feigns, bat also in ten more 
ancient synods of the Catholic Church, partly national, partly 
general; so that even if the Council of Trent had not been held, 
Still no one would be able to deny that the heresy of the Hugue- 
nots has been condemned in a lawful court of the Church of Rome, 
which our opponét does not deny is the true church. First, | 
there was the Council of Rome under Leo IX, who by the agreement 
of all was most excellent and holy; in it indeed was condemned 
Lthe heresy of Berengarius concerning the Lord's Supper, which 
also Calvin says was his opinion in the last admonition to Joa- 
chim of Westphalia, Lanfrane tells in his book against the same 
Berengarius, 

second, the Council of Vercelli was appointed and held by the 
same Leo, as likewise Lanfrane reports, and in this council Ber- 
engarius took part through certain representatives of his, and’ 
in their persons he was likewise confuted and condemned, 

Third, the Council of Tours, in which Pope Victor II presided 
through legates, where Berengarius, being present, was So con-" 
founded that he was even forced to the abjuration of his error; 
which likewise Lanfranc has left in writing in the same place, 

Fourth tke council, and that very well attended and cele-~ 
brated, etc., and, as it is called by very many, general, was 
held under Nicholas II at Rome, and the whole matter was so dis-~ 
cussed and defined that Berengarius, present in person, not only 
abjured his heresy, but in.the midst of the holy council he kin- 
dled a fire and he himself threw his own books into it; and of | 
all these matters the same Lanfranc is a witness, who was pre- 
sent and very often had discussion with the Berengarians; as- 
well as Bishop Guitmund of Aversa, who also was there (Book I, 
Against Berengarius). > | ipsam : 
Fifth, a council under Pope Gregory VII was held at Rome, in 
which the faith of the Church was declared, and since. the Beren- 
garians were unable to deny it, they took steps to corrupt and 
deprave -it with false interpretation. Therefore that form of. | 
abjuration was prescribed in which very clearly it could be read 
that the bread and wine on the altar through the words of conse- 
eration are in substance converted into the true and own blood... 
of Christ. See the proceedingsof this council in Thomas of Wal- 
- @en, Sacraments, Volume II, Chapter XLIII. | | 

Sixth, the council, ecumenical and very great, held under In-: 
nocent III, in Chapter I concluded the same truth and faith as 
follows: "There is one universal Church of the faithful, outside 
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of which no one at all is saved; in which at the same time 

the priest and sacrifice, Jesus Christ, body and blood, 1s. ° 
truly contained in the sacrament of the altar under the forms 
of bread and wine, for the. bread is transubstantiated into. . 
the body, and the wine into the blood by the divine power, So 
that to perceive the mystery of the unity we ourselves may re- 
ceive of His, as He Himself received of ours. ; 4 ee 

Seventh is the general Council of Vienna, in which besides 
other errors 6f the Beghards the one was condemned that one. | 
need not rise for the sacrosanct Eucharist and reverence need 
not be exhibited to it; and that this error also is Galvin's 
and all the -sacramentarians, there is no one to deny. 

The eighth was the Council of Rome brought together under 
John XXII, in-which the errors of John Wycliffe were discussed 
and condemned; of which errors the chief was that in which ~ 
along with Berengarius he was in agreement about the Lord's 
Supper. The Synod of Constance, session 8, mentions this 
council as general and very sacrosanct. i 

Ninth is-the council itself already cited, that of Con= 
stance, session 8, where after careful discussion of the doc- 
trine ‘of John Wycliffe forty-five articles were condemned; of 
which the first is that the substance of the bread remains in 
‘the sacrament of the altar; second, that accidents do not re~ 
- Main in the sacrament of the Eucharist without a subject; ‘. 
third, that Christ is not in the same sacrament identically 
and really in his proper bodily presence. That these articles 
are no more Wycliffe's than Calvin's and all the Huguenots no 
one can deny. Pale | ? : 

The tenth council, likewise ecumenical, is that of Flore © 
ence, in which with the agreement of the Latin and Greek fa-~ 
thers, in the instruction which is handed down to. the Armen= 
ians, the truth of the Catholic faith is envisaged as follows: 
"By virtue of the words the substance of the bread is conver- 
ted into the body of Christ, and the substance of the wine, 
into the blood." What now will the apologist say? Will he de~ 
ny that Navarre is'a Calvinist? But, as he writes in that — 
very Apology, pages. 120 and 124, he Wavarre;: protested in a 
meeting of Calvinist ministers at Mt, Alba in- the year 1584 . 
that he had the mind to live. and die-in the religion permite~ 
ted by their. edicts, i.e.,. in that religion (if still a relig- 
ion it ought to be called) which fights face to face. with the 
true religion, and which at Geneva especially under its.author 
Calvin fiourishes, Is he aware that Calvin. long with. Beren= 
garius and Wycliffe obstinately and. flatly denied the real 
conversion of the bread into the body of-.the Lord? But there 
exist complete discussions of Calvin in this opinion, not only 
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in the bonk on the Lo 
rad's 
stitutes, Book IV, eutas cee but also in the Christian In- 
n 7 Ji. Will he dar Sert that 
o general or national council acknowled Bre Ty bepaione 
Te tavebd ten aouretis. scone mined aS heretical? But we 
ek. work held in eae national, some even general, of 
¥rance, and there is. none aay aes oo Germany, and Some in 
tian kings, It is no secret eee disapproved by the most Chris~ 
all these ecclesiastical jud i ea big the Calvinists despise 
but now we ve a judgments in the manner of the hereti 
are holding a . oe CG 
g discussion :-with hi : 
MUM hits charch and une in this very. inc BE oer oe 
MU ee nanang of the Doves re is very Apology on Page 
deereeo.of tho Cetholio Church. And also this ene ertiele sn 
e Lord's Supper could be enou h that ) Aboot shes 
the Huguenots already have in th eae id vepapekspet kab iin acc, 
| e past been: adjudged 
demned as heretics by the Cath ged and tons 
, ée C. olic Church, -But I sh 
trouble in briefly noting down t . ahald Boh care 
oe just a few eialeee Ber ANSERET Ot PBS, VUE SE eee 
e controversy on free will is of the ki | » 
ther, the parent of all ap iturean eas ean ene ee Sana oe 
in th g me, left in writing 
e assertion of article 36 that the sum of all his doctri 
4s eontained in this one controversy. Moreover what ae me si 
4on on the freedom of the will was can be understood from th on 
) following which remains in writing in the same place: “The aa 
will is a fiction in affairs and a word without substance, eee 
cause no one has in his own hand to dispose of anything of good 
net but everything ( as the article of Wycliffe, condemned 
a Chabal correctly teaches) happens from absolute necessi-~ 
ty." That is Luther. No one will deny that this is the opin- 
ion of John Calvin and all Huguenots, and therefore of Navarre, 
no one, who reads the Institutes of Calvin, Book I, Chapter XVI, 
ané@ Book II, Chapters IIl, III, IV, and V, or the remedy to the 
sixth session of the Council of Trent, or lastly the response to 
the books of Albert Pighius on free will; surely indeed Book II 
of the Institutes, Chapter XXIV, Section 6, takes away free will 
not only in the election of those matters which have to do with 
morals, or religion and piety, but also of those things which 
( as he says) are neither just of themselves, nor vicious, and 
have relation to the bodily life more than to the spiritual. 
- Moreover, it is established by the testimonies submitted that 
this heretical opinion clearly and not just once was condemned 
by the Catholic Church, and therefore all Huguenots even under 


this head alone are heretics, and have been by the very good law 
excluded and cut off from the Catholic Church. 

Phat Bardesanes about the year of the Lord 170 was numbered 
among the heretics of the Church, because he denied the free will 
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of man, St. hcmiet tne relates in the ook on arett ad, Chanter 
XXXV. That the. Manichaeans, who arose about the year of the 
Lord 176, were for the same "reasons adjudged hereties, Sh. Hie 
eronymous testifies in the preface of the dialogues - against the 
Pelagians, as does St. Augustine in Chapter XLVI, hoax on leres 
tics, That Priscillian about the year of the Lord 390 was hela 
under the same head to be a heretic, and was condemned by the 
Church in public judgment likewise St,. Augustine relates in his 
book on heretics, Chapter IXX; as does St. Leo in-lris letter $1 
to ee oe s(reading Turibium for Turbium] and the first Council 
of Brag canon 10, The same error about the year of the Lord 
450 the Ware riaes genes ie rulers among the Gauls. shemse Lres very 
clearly condemned in the second Council of orange, canons, 8, 
13 and 25, where we read that free will through the Sin of Adam 
was not lost nor extinguished, but weakened and degraded, So 
that he could accomplish that whichis pleasing to God, with the 
helping grace of God, because he was unable of himself, 

That Peter Abelard about the year of the Lord 1140 was cone 
demned for the same heresy by Pope Innocent II and the Council 
of Sens, St, Bernard says in his letter 194, and there exists a 
history of this matter in the third book of "the sae of St. Bes 
nard, Chapter Vy °°. 

John Wycliffe. about the year of the Lora 1415, not only for 
other errors, but also for this very heresy. of the freedom of 
. the will the general Council of Constance adjudged a heretic. 
pince these facts exist, the reader easily understands that 
the author of the Apology in vain contends that Huguenots should 
“not be. held heretics. because the Council of Trent by which they 

were. condemned would not appear to be lawful. For what if the 
Council of Trent had never existed, would therefore so many pre- 
ceding judgments of the universal Christian world be called into 
doubt? 

But let us come to other matters. The question. of original 
Sin and the necessity of baptism is a very grave. one, and it 
was ever: in the Church, so that St. Augustine has left in writ- 
ing in Book I, Chapter II,  Ageinst Julian, that this question 
was so great that in it consists the sum of the Christian relig- 
ion,And it is not obscure what Calvin and the other Huguenots 
think about this matter, that is, they teach that the children 
of believers are born holy, and that baptism is not required for 
their eternal salvation; and therefore they do not have to be 
baptized to becone holy, but because they are holy. Calvin 
holisthis(meanwhnile te pass over others) in thé remedy to the 
Counsil of Trént in Institutes,Book IV, Chapter XVI, Section 26, 
where in clear words be Proaounces that all infants do not die 
who depart this life without baptism. Also that this is a man= 
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fest, and to the infants themselves an above all pernicious her- 
esy, has been demonstrated by so many testimonies of the Scrip- 
ture, by so many decrees of councils, by so many opinions of the 
Popes formerly against the Pelagians, that St. Augustine in or- 
igin of the Soul, Book III, Chapter IX, with no doubt in his 
mind wrote: "Do not believe, do not teach that infants, overtak- 
en by death before they could be baptized, can win indulgence 
for original sins, if you desire to be a Catholic; also in Epis- 
tle 28 to St. Hieronymous, "Whoever says that in Christ all chil- 
dren are made alive, who depart from life without participation 
in tnis sacrament, comes truly also against the Apostolic teach- 
ing and condemns the whole church." 

What shall I now say on the worship of images? Who does not 
know that almost nine hundred years the heresy of the Icono~ 
clasts, which, now renewed by the Huguenots, rages through the 
whole world with incredible fury, was condemned in the second 
ecumenical Council of Nicaea, and with the very complete public 
judgment of the whole Catholic Church? What about prayer for 
the dead, about the fixed fasts, about the difference between 
bishop and presbyter, and about matters of the same category, 
about which the errors of Aerius are concerned, which a thousand 
years before were condemned by the Church universal the most im- 
portant authors testify- Epiphanius (Heresy,75), Augustine (on 
Heresies, Chapter LIII), Damascene (Hundred Heresies)- and which 
the Calvinists can by no reasoning deny to be common to then- 
selves with Aerius? What lestly about the heresies of Vigilanti- 
us and Jovinianus on continence, virginity, the merits and re- 
wards of the saints, the worship of relics, invocation of the 
saints, the most loved of foods is it necessary to speak? Do. 
not the Huguenots publish both by word and deed that they are 
sectaries of Vigilantius and Jovinianus? With what countenance 
therefore does the author of the Apology deny that they are her- 
etiecs who he is unable to deny are Manichaeans, Pelagians, Aeri-~ 
ens, Priscillanians, Jovinianians, Vigilantians, Berengarians, 


and Wycliffists? 


CHAPTER IX 


But let us now imagine, so that we may come to the fourth 
and last point, that we have none of these matters which up to 
this time we have offered, and that only by the Council of Trent 
whe opinion of the Huguenots has been adjudged to be heretical; 
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for what reason, I ask, will the author of the Apology annul 
this judgment? I really could find nothing in the whole Apole 
ogy except inane clamors, but I discovered no solid argument, 
On page 71 only is asserted why the general Council of Trent 
-Should not be held lawful that it seems to have been held for 
the purpose of dethroning the King of the French in publie con 
ventions, and preferring the King of the Spaniards to him, and- 
because the Most Christian King prohibited the French bishops 
from going to this council. Then on page 90 is added the fol~ 
lowing reason-that by the decrees of the Council of Trent the 
jurisdiction against ecclesiastics would seem to have been din 
minished or taken away from the ying of the French. . on page 
184 some few matters are repeated from the very pestilential 
book of Charles Dumoulin against the Council of TEN zi leexy 
that the pope in that synod took the duty of party and judge; 
that they who pressed for reformation were not heard; that the 
decrees of the council are not for the purpose of examining and 
proving the Scripture, tliowghit is written, "Believe not every 
spirit, but try the spirits, whether they be of God," and "Prove 
all things; hold fast that which is good"(1l égohn 4; 1 Thess.5).. 
Lastly, on page 188 and following many ecclesiastical : privileg 
es of the French kingdom are brought forward which the decrees — 
of the Synod of Trent would seem to have weakened or: violated. 
And these are the things which not with scanty trouble and work’ 
the author of the Apology was able to get together from various 
Sources, and marshal them as in battle array against the Synod 
of trent. These matters really do not hurt the council as much ™ 
as they are injurious to the King of the French himself, For 
what else by his lies does he fashion except that he persuades 
the whole world that the King of the French is a schismatic, 
disobedient to the Church universal, and a stranger to the ase * 
Sociation of the faithful and orthodox who adopt the Council | 
of Trent? But never will he attain this, for the letters of 
Charles IX, very famous King of the French, to the Council of. 
Trent are extant, sent in the month of April, 1562, in which 

he both venerates the ecumenical synod, earnestly gives feason.. 
why the bishops of France have arrived rather late at the coun= 
cil, and designates the Spokesman who in the name of His Majesty 
would sit in the couneil, a knight of the highest degree, Lord 
de Lansacus, a very famous man, to whom also he attaches Renal- 
dus Ferrius, President of Parlement, and Guy Faber, senior 
judge at Toulouse. But perhaps the French bishops and spokessa 
men of the Most Christian King came to the council, but they 
did not remain in the council up to the ends On the other hand 
in fact they were constantly there, and when in the last ses- 


Sion all the progeedingswere reviewed, they were present, and | 


the bishops added their vote. But Henry II prohibited the 
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French bishops to go to the council. What at the beginning 
King Henry did is not here to be too laboriously and closely | 
scrutinized; for the acceptance of the council should not ee 
looked for at the beginning, but at the end; for he must not ‘be 
said to have rejected the council in whose time the council was: 
begun, not ended; but. that one truly ought to be said to hve 
accepted the council who saw the council ended and completed, 
with the bishops also of his realm cooperating, and who through | 
his own representatives determined that the council ought to be. 
honored at that time when all the proceedings were confirmed 
and ratified, eek : 


CHAPTER X 


What, however, the author of this apology writes-—that the sy- 
nod of Trent at the start was brought together for the purpose 
of demeaning the Most Christian King, is merely the figment of 
the imagination of a man that is not sane. Everybody has the 
book in which are contained the proceedings, decrees and canons 
of this council. The whole book should be diligently studied. 
Nothing of this sort will ever be found, But from the proceed-- 
ings in the council itself, on the twenty-first day, in the er 
month of July, 1563, it can be plainly seen that:not only did 
the council attempt nothing at all which would diminish: the: dig- 
nity of the King of the French, but that the delegates them- 
selves of the kings did not desire to contend about this matter 
in the council, lest by a ‘controversy on this matter the course 
of the council be even the very least retarded; ‘that therefore 
the representative from France in good harmony with all sat down. 
very near behind the delegate from Caesar, as-he wanted to, but 
Spain outside the order in another place. How is it that in ore 
der to remove all. controversies of this type it was fortunately 
determined in the very first session of the Council that if per- 
chance it should. happen that anyone sat down not in his own 
Place no prejudice would therefor arise and no new right would 
accrue to anyone? The same thing we read repeated in session 25 
when then the council was being dissolved, Therefore it is so | 
far from the truth that, as our adversary imagines, the Council 
of Trent very chiefly was. pointed to placing the King of France | 
beneath the King of Spain, but rather that it was most diligent— 
ly avoided that contentions about places end seats have any pert 
in the convention, which was convoked for. the purpose of explain- 
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ing the faith and composing most grave controversies, And why, 
I pray, does our opponent, who otherwise is so prodigal with 
words that he repeats and teaches the same things rather of- 
ten, in this passage was so stingy with his words that not even 
one place in so great a council did he indicate where there is 
discussion about this controversy on seating? or:is it prob- 
able by any reasoning that the outstanding attention of the 
council was placed on lowering the reputation of the King of 
France,.and yet on this very important matter, no word in the 
whole council exists? But I am not doing rightly in collect— 
ing arguments against an adversary who not even a os proved. 
what he blabbed out in rash assertion, 


CHAPTER XI 


Now there follows what is taken from Charles Dumoulin and 
which the opponent thought ought to be put into his apology- 
“that in the Council of Trent the Pope took part at the same 
time as a party and a judge, though he convoked the council 
and in it by legates presided as judge, and yet he is—tke 
is the one who by the Iutherans chiefly is accused. But it is 
easy to remove this objection, for neither: ought the Pope of 
. Rome. be deprived, nor can he be, of his right to convoke coun- 
cils and to preside over them, unless first in a. lawful council 
he is conclusively proved to be no longer the Pope. For he 
held that right through over 1500 years, and in the case of a 
supreme prince indeed it does not oppose equity that the. same 
person be a perty. and judge. For a supreme prince, so long as 
lawfully he is not declared to have fallen from the principate, 
always is the judge, even if thé’ suit Be instituted in relatim 
to himself, And that you may Know that this is neither new nor 
alien to the laws of the Church, turn your attention for a lite 
tle while to the proceedings of the ancient councils. When St. 
Marcellinus, Pope of Rome, offered incense to idols, and because 
of the crime a great council was convened at Sinuessa, no one 
dared to give judgment against him, but all the bishops exe 
claimed with one voice: "By. your own mouth judge your case, not 
by our judgment; be not heard :in-our court, but in your own 
breast think on your case; because the prime See will not he 
juaged by anyone," ‘And all these matters are extant in the pr- 
_eeedings of the council, Also they are set down by Nicholas I, 
the very excellent and most learned Pope, in the letter to Em- 
peror Michael, When Sixtus III. was persistently accused by 
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Some of the crime of adultery, he desired that a council be 
convened by the emperor; but the assembled bishops did not 

dare to take notice of the case until they had heard from the 
Pope that he wanted the case to be heard, though he was not un- 
informed that it was within his own free will even not.to be ~ 
judged, Inthe fourth council at Rome under Symmachus we read 
that the bishops gathered in the case of the same Symmuachus 
openly asserted that the council could not be lawfully appoint- 
ed except by the Pope, even though it be he who was being ac- 
cused, Paulus Aemilius writes in Book II of the History of the 
Franks that Charlemagne once at Rome in a council of bishops 

who had convened from all Italy and France began to ask opin- 
ions in the case of Pope Léo who was claimed by certein ones to 
be the perpetrator of a great crime, but that the bishops in un- 
ison responded to Charlemagne that the Apostolic See, the head 
of all the churches, could be judged by no one; and that there- 
fore with the acquiescence of the emperor the pope of his own 
eaeccord cleared himself by oath of the crime of which he had 
falsely been accused, Also tliat we may come to the first rank 
councils of the church, was not Arius one time in controversy 
with Alexander about the faith? And still Alexander sat in the 
council as judge along with his other bishops. In the first syn- 
od at Ephesus did not Cyril of Alexari@ér preside, as Celestine, 
Roman Pontiff, had commanded, who nevertheless was called by the 
Nestorians the other party of the litigants? In the Synod of 
Chalcedon who else, I ask, than the Pope of Rome Leo presided 
through legates, though still the whole case was between Leo 
himself and Bioscorus? In addition it happens that since in 
synods the Pope is not the only judge,but he has many colleagues, 
if in truth it should be possible to convict him of having fallen 
into heresy, it will clearly be possible to judge and depose him, 
even against his will, Therefore there is no reason why the Coun- 
cil of Trent would appear to less lawful because it was assembled 
by the Pope of Rome, | a oa an | 


CHAPTER XII 


But now what our opponent bruits about and repeats not just 
onee- that in the Council of Trent tne protestants were not 
heard, this is refuted first from that book which the protestants 
themselves brought out with the following inscription: "Reasons 
why the Prince electors and others devoted to the Augsburg Con- 
fession would not come to the Council of Trent." For in this 
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book they confess that they have. been invited by the Pope to 
the common council to debate with Catholics about religious 
controversies. Then there are extant in the council jtseiz? in 
three places, sessions 13, 15 and 18, most amp..e Safe-corducts 
for these protestants to whom liberty was granted for coming 
to the council for discussing, answering, and freely proposing 
anything else that they would desire; likewise at will to stay 
in the location of the council, and without any danger to leave 
it. What of the fact that the fathers of the council in a most 
friendly manner frequently invited their adversaries and. ap~ 
pealed to them to discuss out of the word of Goa the present 
controversies, but also from these sane sessions it can be seen 
that the definitions of the most serious qveShions were on ace~ 
Count of their absense for a long time deferred; and since 
vhese are facts with what countexance can our adversaries come 
plain that they have not been heard in she Council? For how 
could they be heard who never wanted to appear face to face? 


CHAPTER XIII 


But undoubtedly our siversaries have a great help in those 
words of. the Apostle, "Try the Spirits, whether they be of 
God," and in those, "Prove all things; hold fast that which is 
good"; of course, it will be permitted for each one to make 
himself a judge of the councils. But the Apostles do not speak 
of things certain and defined by the Church, but of new and am- 
biguous opinions, For otherwise, if absolutely everything 
must be proved whether it be of God, and until proved must not 
be received, then it will be permitted us to prove the spirit 
of the Councils of Nicaea, Constantinople, Ephesus, and Chalcee 
don, and what follows therefrom, that is, the heresies of Arie 
uS, Macedonius, Nestor, and Eutyches; for these will have to be 
recalled into controversy. And why do I mention the councils? 
The very words of the divine Seripture, the very declarations of 
the prophets, the histories of Mases, the psalms of David, the 
Epistles of Peter, Paul, John, James, Jude, lastly the very 
Gospels will have to be examined and proved; for why would it 


not have place in the ‘ease of these to try: the spirits and prove all 


things? But if these matters that were once proved and deter~ 
mined in lawful councils are to be hela explored and sure, and 
not in any way to be called into question again, as also the 
very prudent Emperor Marcian prohibits by his law, Chapter de 
Sum, Trin & fi, cath., I Nemo, there is no reason why the ecu~ 
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menical Council of Trent, approved by the Apostolic See and ac- 
cepted with the agreement of the whole Christian world we should 
suffer to be called into question. Then if matters which have 
| been.adjudged. and defined could. be called into question, what 
end. would: there.be to, controversies? For if private individuals 
are able to: examine. the decreés of a’ council, with greater rea-~ 
Son the council in turn-will endure judgment from the censure of 
+ private. men, And therefore. perpetually judgments and e¢riticisns 
» Will return: into the world, and while ever the spirits are being 
proved there will. never be. anything stable: and certain. But the 
- teusning of. the. ‘Seriptures is. @ifferent, the opinion of them is 
different. When Moses in Deutemromy IW had. said, "If there arise a 
“-matter too. hard for thee. in judgtient, , etc,, then shalt thou arise 
ee get thee up into the place which the Lora tly God’ shall 
-. ghoofe;..and: thou: shalt: come. unto. the priests the’ Levites, and un- 
the judge :that shall: be. in: those. days,. and enguire:and they shall 
~ ghew thee. the sentence of judgment" ;. -he did. not add "Try the 
“Spirit. of :the priest: and judge," but. "and the man that will do 


“> presumptiously, -and:.will not. hearken. unto. the priest that stand- 


seth: to minister‘there. before the Lord thy God, or. unto the judge, 


~“ @even:that man-shall die." ;:Nor is it unlike in the Gospel when 
: the: Lord says. in: Matthew. nese "The seribes and. the. Pharisees sit 


in Moses!. seat:.- all therefore that. they bid you observe, that ob- 
“serve and do," and the- Apostles said in Acts. 15, UFor: it seemed 
- good to. the: Holy Ghost,and: to us, to. lay upon you-no greater bur- 
“den than these. necessary: thing gins and St. Paul who at some time 
wrote, "Prove all things," still did not desire that the dogmas 
of the Apostolic council be proved, but (as St.- luke writes, Acts 
16) when he: was going through the cities. he delivered them the 
decrees to keep that were or@ained-of the Apostles and: elders at 
Jerusalem, -{t should then remain-thet those.words-of the Scrip- 
-ture, "Try the spirit, prove all things," should. not be referred 
. (reading. referenda for referendum) to the decrees.of the lawful 
general councils, but to. the: revelations and teaching. -of priv- 
ate men, especially if they should appear doubtful, ‘unheard of, 
and contrary to the accepted and approved teaching, or not conm- 
pletely consistent with and agreeing with it. 


CHAPTER XIV 


; ‘The leat objection: remains that. the Council. of Trent iehesk 
‘many things against the liberty of the realm of France, ard there- 
fore it was not accepted in this kingdom, But this objection is 
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“not in point, fer net in this place concerning the ecclesiastin 
eri genet sre ge Pet ees but about the faith only and re= ~~ 
ligion do'we speak, For we proposed to show that the heresy of 
the Huguenots was condemned in a lawful council. Therefore in 
“France though the decrees of the council which pertain to the 
Reformation have not up to now been all acceptéd and acknow~ 
ledged, which I have not thought it’ worthwhile now to discuss, 
yet among those matters that pertain to the controversies on — 
the faith no one can deny that the Council of Trent no less in 

| France thai in’ the remainder of the Christian world has been 
saccepted, Certainly our opponent himself also confesses on 
page. 187 that this council has been accepted by all the bisheps 

. that preside over the. flocks of Christ in the whole realm of: 
France, . But who would persuade himself that there is in Franee 

_ ene faith of the bishops, and another of the Most Christian a 
“King and the Catholic people? ‘For how could the king be called 
Most Christian, if he should disagree with all the bishops in- 
the matter of the faith? And by what. reasoning would the people 
- be related to the flocks of Christ, if it acknowledges no shep- 

, herds at all? And since these things. stand thus, it is impos- 
sible that the Council of Trent was in the matter of explaining 
the faith accepted by all the bishops of France, but that also 
‘at the same. time it was not’ accepted by the Most: religious and 
Most. Christian King and the Catholic people of the. same, But 

. if by the bishops, by the king, by the clergy, and by the peow 
ple of the kingdom the faith of the Council of Trent is’ adopted 
with the required veneration, as in fact.it is adopted, surely 
the errors of the. Huguenots,. and therefore also of Navarre, 3) 
were adjudged and condemned in this Synod, which in the matter. 
of the faith not only in Italy and Spain, but also in France  ~-. 
and all the other Catholic provinces is acknowledged to have 
been lawful and ecumenical, ia csp okt OLR Eg i aa alana aaa ee 


CHAPTER XV 


We have up to now responded to those matters which the aAu= 
thor of the Apology brought forward to Prove- that Henry of Nae 
varre, though a Huguenot, is not a heretic. It follows for us 
to respond to those things by which the same author strives to 
affirm that kings cannot be deprived by the Apostolic See of - 
the right of succession or of power, and of their Jurisdiction 
. for the crime of heresy, At the beginning then in Part II of 
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the Apology, number 8, page 61, where our opponenttakes up.the 
discussion on law, he does not deny that many rescripts of the 
Popes and Caesars are extant, and also decrees of even general 
councils by which heretics are deprived of all right of succes- 
Sion; but he makes the exception that by all these, whether 
laws or canons, they were only viewed as private persons whose 
goods and successions were Subject to political laws of the m- 
gistrates; but that the meaning about empires and kingdoms is 
far different,Then on page 62 he shows, as he himself at least 
thinks, from the divine writings that king S cannot be dethroned 
for any cause, because they get their realms from the hand of 
God, not from men. Third, on page 71 he tries to demonstrate 
that heretical princes should not be made to fear by means of 
temporal punishments, because heresy is an illness of the Soul, 
not of the body,and therefore Should be cured by spiritual, not 
material, medicine. Fourth, he on page 112 confirms this very 
point by the custom of our ancestors who tolerated with équanin-~ 
ity the heretical emperors and kings, Fifth, on page 131 he 
contends that the Roman Pontiff hes no power over kings and 
princes, and on page 156 he adds that this especially has appli- 
cation in the kingdom of the French where the princes enjoy the 
privilege that they cannot be excommunicated by either the bish- 
Ops or the Pope, And So these are thé matters which our adver~ 
sary, touches upon in his discussion almost without any order and 
with infinite admixed extra ornaments, 

‘Then to begin with the first, which our opponent has assumed 
and has not proved, {J greatly wonder at either his imprudence or 
malice, for since very many. canonical decrees are in existence 
by which heretics of any grade and dignity you please are de- 
prived of temporal goods, and these matters were not unknown to 
our opponent; for example, what are cited by him below on page 
158; if he did not turn his attention to the fact that he very 
plainly in the same book was contradicting himself, he was un~ 
wise; if he did turn his attention to this, he was “necessarily 
not honest, since he. so boldly asserted that only private per- 
sens, but not princes were affected by canonical decrees. But 
let us recite. the decrees themselves. Chapter AbSolutos, extra 
dé Heret.,we read as follows: " Let them know that they are ab- 
Solved fromthe obligation of fidelity and all obedience to the 
‘lord, whoever are bound by any pact, fortified with whatever 
strength, to those taken manifestly by heresy.". Does not this 
decree pertain very especially to princes? If the peoples are 
rit ae from obedience and loyalty to them, the consequence is 
that at the same time they are dethroned, Chapter, Excommunica~ 
mus, that title, paragraph Moneantur; again the general counc 
apiroved the law in these words, and by all the orthodox it has 
been accepted with due veneration: "Let them be advised and per- 
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‘4f it shall be necessary, ae roi sia bat 
jee may be compelled by ecclesiastical censure, 
TStERS, CHE Recta to be considered and held to be faithful, 
So for the defense of the faith, to offer oath that from the 
lands subject to their jurisdiction they would be zealous in 
good faith in exterminating so far as a man can all denoted by 
the Church as heretics; thus that from now on whenever anyone 
has assumed power he may be bound to support this chapter. But 
if the temporal lord, having been required and warned by the 
Church, neglects to purge his land of this heretical fouiness, 
let him be bound by the metropolitans and provincial bishops 
with the ban of excommunication, and if he shall disdain to 
make satisfaction within a year, let it be signified to the 
Pope, So that he from then on may announce his vassals released 
from loyalty to him, and he may throw open his land to be 
seized by Catholics, who may possess it without, any contradic- 
tion after the htretics have been exterminated, and may keep . 
it in the purity of the faith, with the Safe) right of the | 
princely lord provided only that over this he'should offer no © 
obstacle and make no oppoSition, and also that the same law has 
by no means less been observed among those that have no prince- 
ly lord." So much from that source, If therefore temporal 
princes are deprived of their jurisdiction when they are negli- 
gent in extirpating heresy, with how much greater reason will 
they have to be deprived if they themselves become heretics, 
and in the places subject to their power try to favor and pro- 
pagate heresy? To these matters are added-the decrees of Gree 
gory VII and Urban II, which are contained in Gratian, Canon, 
Nos sanctorum, and canon, Iuratos, 15, qe?7, where are freed 
from loyalty those-who are held bound to a prince excommunicat= 
ed by the Church. Further that the intention of those who made 
the canons, even:if in them no mention of princes were made (as 
in fact it is) was not that they would except kings and emper- . 
ors from the common laws passed against heretics, examples and 
history declare. Gregory II, Pope of Rome, not only excommun-~ 
icated but also deprived of that part of his empire that was in 
Italy Emperor Leo, heretic and iconoclast, that is, suffering 
from that very heresy which the adversary,will not deny afflicts 
Navarre and all the Huguenots. For he prohibited the Italians 
tu acknowledge. him as emperor, or after that to send him any tri- 
pute, or pay him taxes, Moreover not only Cedrenus and Zonaras 
write this..story in the life of Léo the Isaurian, but also the 
Mugdedurg Iutherans in the ecclesiastical history, Century 8, 
cAupter 10, Zacharias likewise, the supreme Shepherd of the 
Gatholic Church, when he had perceived that on account of the 
negligence of Childeric, King of the Franks, extreme destructim 
was hanging over both reiigion and the ‘reaim of Gaul, when asked 


suaded that, 
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by the chief men of the Franks, absolved the peoples from their 
oath by which'they were tound to Ghilderic, and commanded that 
Pepin be made king, The most ancient annals of the Franks have 
it thus: "Zacharias gave his uwm authority and ordered that Pe- 
pin be made king, and afterwards according to the sanction of 
the ‘Roman Pontiff Pepin was called King of the Franks. Pope 
Gregory VII excommunicated and at the same time deprived Emper- 
or Henry IV by his own decree of the empire that he had now for 
many years held not only for many other crimes but also chiefly 
for the sin of Simony, which the ancients were wont to call the 
heresy of Simon. Of this matter all the histories are full; but 
‘let us hearken to Marianus Scotus alone, a contemporary of those 
‘times, for all of them, He writes as follows in the chronicle 
of the year 1075: "The Catholic men who were appointed for that 
time in the Church, seeing and hearing that these and other un- 
speakable and unheard of crimes were being comm*tted by King 
Henry, like unto the zeal of the prophet Hlijah zealous in the 
Lord for the house of Israel, having sent messengers to Rome to 
“Alexander, ruler of the Apostolic See, complained in groaning 
and grieving as well by letters as in person to him about these 
and as many other things as possible which were said and done 
in the Teutonic realm by the senseless Simoniac heretics under 
the sponsorship and patronage of King Henry. Later Gregory, 
having heard the just complaints and outcries of the Catholics 
against Henry and his crimes, now awakened with the zeal of the 
God, , Pronounced the word that the king was excommunicated, es- 
pecially for simony; this act was at least to Catholic men very 
pleasing; but to simoniacs and supporters of the king it was 
too. displeasing, That is what he said, 
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'. CHAPTER XVI 


since then the decrees of the Church are very clear, by which 
princes. tn case of heresy are subject to temporal penalties, 
even of tHe: loss of their kingdoms and empires; let us see 
whether these decrees are: in conformity with divine law, or 
whether they are rather, as our opponent contends, in conflict 
with it. Empires and kingdoms ( says our opponent) cannot be 
torn from the hands of lawful lords either for heresy, or any 
othsr cause whatever, because they are gotten directly from the 
Hand of eternal God, and not from men, Moreover he proves that 
“this is so from the following testimonies of the divine Scrip- 
‘tures, "By me kings reign, etc. " (Prov. 8); ‘to the intent that 
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at the most, High Ae ee are peice 
iveth it to whomsoever he will, etc, (Vans 4), _ 
a Tana the earth and man andthe beast that is on the 
face of the earth by my power, and I have given it. to whom TI 
have desired to give it, etc. (Jer, 51); also, Fear the king, P 
(Rom, 13); also, " I will give to you a king in mine anger,” —— 
(Hos. 13); he maketh the hypocrite to reign for the sins ofthe © 
people ( Job 34); to which he. adds the opinion of Isidore out 
of the decree of Gratian, "It is difficult to recall a prince 
to something better, if he has been delivered over to Ssin- be-~ 
cause the people fear the magistrate; moreover unless kings are 
held back by the fear of God and by the threat of infernal tor~. 
ments, they cast themselves into every licence and. permit them 
selves to depart into the abyss of sin." -.These are, then, . 
those very strong arguments by which the opponent thinks it is: 
shown that realms are directly from the hand of God, and that — 
therefore they cannot be for any reason taken away from the 
hands of lawful princes. Really it annoys me to. dispute with | 
such a man who neither understands dialectic, nor ever has. tast- 
ed philosophy, nor reads, unless carelessly, the Scriptures, — 
and does not even know by experience that which he professes-< — 
jurisprudence, For what, I ask, do those passages of Scripture 
have to do with the matter? And the testimony of Isidore? — 
Where in the adduced testimonies isit stated that kingdoms are 
directly granted by God? Who.ever denied that kingdoms are | 
granted by God, that the kings should be feared,that the wicked 
king rushes into every licence of crime? But perehance will it 
therefore be understood that realms are’given directly by God, 
and that they cannot for any reason be taken. away? For if it 
permitted to argue thus, I would also show that whatever finally 
private individuals have is given directly by God and cannot for 
any reason be taken away from them. The words of the Apostle 
Paul, Acts 14, are: "Nevertheless he left not himself without 
witness, in that he did good, and gave us rain from heaven, and 
fruitful seasons, filling our hearts with good and gladness." 
Also in Chapter i7 the Apostle says: "God hath made the world 
and all things therein, seeing that he is Lord of heaven and 
earth, dwelling not in temples made with hands; Neither is wor- 
shipped with men's hands, as though he needed anything, seeing 
that he giveth to all life, and breath, and ‘all-things," Let 
uS now according to the dialectic of our opponent understand the 
argument in this matter, God gives to-all life, breath, food, 
and all things; therefore all things are directly granted by 
God; therefore neither for heresy, nor any other crime can men 
be deprived of life, or means; therefore all magistrates are un- 
just who punish robbers, forgers, traitors, malefactors, and oth- 
er men of this type by taking away their means, or even by death, 


the living may know th 
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Who will tolerate a man reasoning So absurdly and perniciously? 
And altogether such is the argument of our opponent, 

Secondly, that the arrangements of kingdoms have their ori- 
gins from human choice and the lew of nations is so well known 
to all that not even the opponent could deny it; for not by na-= 
tural law, which is directly from God, is it brought about that 
the human race be governed by monarchy, rather than by aristo- 
e@racy, or democracy, or any other form of government; otherwise 
unlawful and illegal would be all commonvealths, such as we see 
flourish within the Catholic Church not without great praise; 
and where kingdoms have been set up, it has not been brought 
about directly by God thet this family rather than that should 
reign, but kings have been made by the consent and will of the 
people, whether at the beginning of the choices by free will, 
which. was very rare, the people transferred its rights to some 
grave and wise man, or, @s more frequently happened, oppressed 
tyrannically and violently, and dominated by arms and power, 
little by little it began to approve,the /regall power of. its ruler. 
Lest longer it be necessary for us ina clear matter to seek to 
+, digress and seek arguments, let us put forward the words: of our 
adversary, On page 64 he speaks as follows: "Lhe people trans-= 

ferred all their power into the handsofthe king." If this is 
So, aS it in fact is, not therefore directly from the hend of 
God, but through the resolution and consent of men are realms 
constituted. This we confirm from those testimonies of the 
Seriptures. which our opponent offered for himself. That first 
‘passage,:Proverbs 8, "By me kings rule, and princes decree jus= 
tice," ‘teaches that kings heve from God the duty of reigning 
Just as they have from Him that of giving just laws; further 
they do not have directly from God that they should give just 
‘laws, as if God would inspire them with wisdom in their sleep, 
aS once He did Solomon, or as if He would dictate the laws; but 
by their own deliberation, prudence, diligence and labér, with 
the help of God the givers of laws decrec justice. From this 
*-also the laws are termed human, not divine; from this also kings 
~have. from God to rule, because when the gift of wisdom, which in 
this passage especially is commended, is available for them, then 
‘at last either they arrive at ruling justly and lawfully, or they 
govern and control righteously a kingdom already possessed. 

The second passage, from Chapter 4 of Daniel, preaches on the 
providence of God, where kingdoms are from time to time changed, 
and are transferred from nation to nation, from province to 
‘province; however the providence does not take them away, but hu- 
man resolutions, Therefore. God is said to-do not only those 
things that He. does directly, tut also those things which, with 
His providence directing, or permitting, men do by their own re- 
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Solution and labor. Tuat is what we manifestly perceive in the 
kingdoms of Babylon and Assyria, of which the divine Seriptures 
are full; for surely Nebuchadnezzar, of whom Daniel speaks in 
this passage, is so far from being one that had his great realm 
directly from God, that not unless by his unlawful oppression 

of very many nations with force and arms did he arrive at that 
power, on account of which afterwards he also was very severely -~- 
punished by God; and yet because divine providence, which knows 
how to make good use of even evil affairs, desired to use that 
wicked greed for ruling that it saw existed in Nebuchadnezzar as 
the rod of its fury for punishing the other nations, God is said 
to have granted him that very great and noble realm. In Jeremi- 
ah 27 said God, "And now have I given all these lands into the 
hand of Nebuchadnezzar, the king of Babylon." But as to how He 
gave them, hear Isaiah 10: "0 Assyria, the rod of mine anger, 

and the staff in their hand is mine indignation. I will send 
him against an hypocritical nation, and against the people of my 
wrath will I give him a charge, to take the spoil, and to take 
the prey, and to tread them down like the mire ofthe streets. 
Howbeit he meaneth not So, neither doth his heart think so, etc." 
For in this passage we plainly see that the king of the Assyrians 
is said to have been sent by God to seize and plunder tha prove 
ince of Palestine; not that he had a precept where obedience 
Should be praised; but because God permitted that he should re- 
alize his wish against that people that was worthy of such pun= 
ishment; afterwards he also was to be punished, because with no 
right he had revenged himself against another province; for this 
follows in Isaiah, "Wherefore it shall come to pass, that when 
the Lord hath performed his whole work on Mt. Zion and on Jerusa- 
lem, I will punish the fruit of the stout heart of the king of 
Assyria, and the glory of his high looks, ete." According to the 
Same manner must be understood those other passages in Jeremiah, 
Hosea and Job, offered by our opponent; that one, however, from 
the Apostle, "fear the king," whither does it point, I ask? shall 
the king not have to be feared, unless it be understood that he be 
set up directly by God? Lastly that quotation of Isidore offered 
in the last passage effects naught else than that very powerful 
kings, if they wish not to be righteous, can hardly, and not even 
with difficulty for the most part be lead to the right way, Since 
generally it turns out that there isno one who, though they be 
legally condemned, could in fact force or coerce them. Not just 
a few examples are put forward in this very apology, as of Emper- 
ors Louis IV and Frederick II, and likewise of Kings Boleslaus of 
Poland and Henry VIII of England, who,though deprived by the 
Apostolic See of their empires and realms, yet in fact persisted 
in their rule and wickedness, Yet here it should not be passed 
over that Isidore does not write that there is no one by whom 
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kings -can be reduced to order, but that it is difficult to re- 
call a prince to a better way, which indeed cannot be doubted | 
as being most true, yet it does not completely oppose our opin=. 
ion. Since this ig so, all that reasoning of our opponent ‘fails- 
that realms are given by God, and that therefore for no reason 
can they be torn away from the hands of the lawful rulers. wet 
Wherefore our opponentdid not prove what he warited to, but on 
the contrary we have easily made proof that it is possible for. 
lawful .prinees for the crime of heresy to be: deprived even of a. 
lawful principate, so that they may have no cause for complaint. 
When political princes come into the Church, to become Chris- 
tians, they are of course received, but with the expressed or 
tacit agreement that they subject their scepters to Christ, and 
that they may not overturn the Catholic Church, but that they’ 
should,as far as a tlan can, protect and defend it, and unless — 
they should do this, they could be punished even by the-loss of 
their realms; for otherwise he is not suitable for the kingdom of 
God, nor can he tbe safely admitted to the sacrament of baptism » 
who is not prepared to serve Christ, and for Him give up whatev- 
er he has, Since the Iord says *»the Gospel of Luke, 14: "If any 
man come to me, and hate not his father, and mother, and wife, 
and children; and brethren, and sisters, yea, and his own life — 
also, he cannot be my. disciple," and again in the same passage, 
"Whoever he be of youthat forsaketh not all that he hath, he can- 
not be my disciple." These passages, as St. Augustine .correctly 
explains in Epistle 5 to Marcellinus, are to be understood ‘to the 
effect that he cannot be a disciple of Christ who is not. prepared 
rather to be deprivec of his wife, children, parents, Possess~- —— 
ions, offices, and even life itself than that he should offend 
Christ. Secondly, since God in Deuteronomy 1” severely. prohibit- 
ed anyone to be made king who is not of our brethren, that is, So 
that he may draw away the people to the worship of strange gods; 
by what law would the Church be able to admit any king: into its 
membership who would with impunity want to favor sects, to defend 
heretics, to overturn religion, and to demolish the Church? For 
this reason, for instance, St. Remigius (on the. testimony of St. 
Gregory of Tours, History of the Frenks, Bk. 1, Coap. XXX1) when. 
adout to baptize Clovis, King of the Franks, is reported to have 
said,"Calmly bow:thy head, 0 Sicamber, adore what thou hast . 
burned, burn that which thou hast adored." -Hence also it has _ 
been the custom among all Catholic kings that in the solemn in- 
auguration they swear that they will defend the Catholic faith; 
therefore the Church really does no injury to kings when ‘it. ad-. 
moniehes them and commands them to use their political, power 
rightly and by laws and penalties to suppress impicus and blas- 
peetieus persons and especially heretics; and unless they do it, 
axcludes them from its membership, deprives them of rule over 
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Catholics, and commands that faithful peoples do not obey them, 
And what our opponent here and there cries out does not stand in 
the way- that by divine mandate the peoples. are obliged to obey 
their kings and to proffer unimpaired the loyalty confirmed by 
oath. For the Church does not teach that kings, so long as 
they are kings, should not.be obeyed, but it effects by excom- 
munication and deposition that they are not kings, and then fin- 
ally it announces that the peoples are free from obedience and 
-loyalty. For things owed by divine law to creditors ought to be 
paid, but if those who were creditors cease to be creditors, at 
the same time also the obligation owed to pay ceases, Added to 
those matters, our opponent Says on page 17, that kings can ab- 
dicate their principates and in this way free their peoples 
from the pledge .and allegiance given to them, and thus bring it 
about that they who are not obeying them do not sin against the 
law of God.» As therefore the people do not go against the com- 
‘mands of God, if they deny obedience to a king who of his own 
accord abdicates, if to a king deposed by the Church for just 
“cause and reduced into the status of a private citizen they re- 
.fuse obedience, Further all these matters could be confirmed 
by many examples, but I shall content myself with one which is 
proper for this place and which ap»lies very especially to the 
matter, No one at all denies that Childeric, lawful king of the 
’ Franks, notwithstanding the law of natural succession, the oath 
of fidelity and obedience which the people owe by divine law, 
without his consent was put off the throne and in his place an- 
other was substituted, and this the opponent himself in his | 
apology confesses, But that this correctly and lawfully was ef- 
fected they do not deny who do not wish to do a wreng to the. 
kings of the Franks who have been in power in France from that 
time, But -it cannot be denied for any reason; since in the 
first place all the ancients praise this deed who have written 
about this matter; sgcondly, a very great reason exists (as 
writes St:.. Boniface in the letter to Zacharias); on account of . 
the idleness of Childeric and the former kings in all of eighty 
years there were no synods held in’ France, the churches were in 
possession of the laiety and tax-gatherers, everywhere the cler- 
gy had four or five concubines at the same time, and all relig~ 
ion, foully trod under foot and dissipated, seemed too close to 
extreme destruction, Also, the authors of this act were most 
holy men, for he who ordered it to be done was Zacharias, a most 
excellent pope by the agreement of all; he who executed it was 
St. Boniface, bishop and martyr-who surely never would have been 
the authors of a public injustice and crime, Lastly, the out- 
come manifestly teaches that this matter was pleasing to God 
and most useful to all the Franks; for never was the kingdom of 


.hearken unto the words of | 
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the Franks more powerful, nor religion in France more flourish- 
ing than in the times of Charles and Pepin, Therefore it should 
he established that Sometimes lawful princes can by law and ¢. 
rightly be deprived of their jurisdictions. 


CHAPTER XVII 


Now follows, to set it forth in a few w whe 
-the third place- whether therefore esa Nc a Saga on 
, be stricken with temporal penalties, because een tide oA 
esy is of the soul and not of the tody. For our opponent says 
"on pege Yl: “Besides T confirm this-that the plan of cure f£ ’ 
this disease has not been sought in arms, Do you not kn wanes 
when the discussion is on doctrine of religion, the err : i? 
ligion is a disease of the soul and spirit? That Shevek eee 2 
investigate the spiritual medicines in curing these aruBe sei 
Also below on page 146, what he had said about heresy he extends 
to the other sins that are committed against God as eee ot 
er ts havea ae done God," as says Atekanaem BeyemyeciniRad 
ou o have God as an aven ° Wi i 
Most Mighty, has reserved LOSE WEN ES ALG Ge mea Ay ERURE Geeta 
the Sinner may offer the occasion not only of acknowled in eae 
blame but also of reflecting upon it in this world," te Ae y 
what he said, Than this opinion I think’ that nothing more absurd 
nothing more pernicious, nothing more abhorrent to the truth uy 
be said; for if the sins that are admitted against post Himsehieeire 
to be reserved to be punished by God alone. among olds ens Pier 
would perjury, sacrilege, and blasphemy be free; and not ae . 
this, but on the other hand with impunity would the Min aheorbs 
opened to the gods, idols made, sacrifices offered to Jove, Sa- 
turn and the other demons; and if ilis of the mind are to cured 
only with spiritual medicines, no sins at all would be punished by 
laws of the princes; for thieveries, adulteries, frauds, briber- 
des, false testimonies, and the other crimes are not diseases of 
the body but illnesses and vices of the mind, : : 
But far different isthe-opinion of the Holy Seriptures and of 
the Church of Christ. In Deuteronomy 15 says, the Lord: "If there 
arise among you a prophet, or 4 dreamer of dreams, and giveth 
thee a sign or wonder, And the sigmor the wonder come to pass, 
whereof he spake unto thee, saying, Let us go after other gods, 
wiich thou hast not xnown, and let us serve them; Thou shalt not 
. of that prophet, or that dreamer of dreams: 


for the Lord your God proveth you, to know whether ye love the 
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Lord your God with all your heart and all your soul. Ye shall 
walk after the Lord your God, and fear him, and keep his com- 
mandments, and obey his voice, and ye shall serve him and cleave 
-unto him. And that prophet, or dreamer of dreams, shall be put 
to death; because he hath spoken to turn you away from the Lord 
your God, which brought you: out of the land of Egypt, and re- 
deemed you out-of the house of bondage, to thrust thee out of 
the way that the Lord thy God commanded thee to walk in. So 
shalt thou put the evil uway from the midst of thee. If thy 
brother, the son of thy mother, or thy son, or thy daughter, or 
the wife of thy bosom, or thy friend, which is as thine own 
soul, entice thee secretly, saying, Let us go and serve other 
gods, which thou hast not known, thou, nor thy fathers; Namely, 
- of the gods.of the people. that are round about you, nigh unto 
thee, or far from thee, from one end of the earth even unto the 
‘other end of the earth; Thou shalt not consent unto him, nor 
iaencaeges eet him; neither shalt thine eye pity him, neither _ 
she thou spare, neither shalt , im: 
shalt surely kill hime thinechand! sail etake Tees nn 
to put him to death, and afterwards the hand ofall the people. 
And thou shalt stone him: with stones, that he die; because he 
hath sought to thrust thee away from the Lord ae God, which 
- brought thee out of the land of Egypt, from the house of bond- 
age. And all Israel shall hear, and fear, and shall do no more 
any such wiskedness as this among you. If thou shalt hear say 
in- one of thy cities, which the Lord thy God hath given thee to 
dwell there saying, Certain men, the children of Belial, are 
gone out from among you, and have withdrawn the: inhabitants of 
their city, saying, Let us go and serve other ‘gods, which ye. 
have not known; Then shalt thou inquire, and make search, and 
ask diligently; and, behold, if it be the truth, and the thing 
certain, that such abomination is wrought among you; Thou shalt 
surely smite the inhabitants of that city with the edge of the 
sword, destroying it utterly, and all that is therein, and the 
cattle thereof, with the edge of the sword. And thou shalt ga- 
ther all the spoil of it into the midst of the street thereof, 
and thou shalt burn with-fire the city, and all the spoil there~ 
of every whit, for the Lord thy God; and it shall be a heap for 
ever; it shall not be built again. And there shall cleave 
nought of the cursed thing to thine hand: that the Lord may turn 
from the fierceness of his anger, and shew thee mercy, and have 
compassion upon thee, and multiply thee, as he hath sworn unto 
thy fathers; When thou shalt hearken to the voice of the Lord 
thy God, to keep all his commandments which I command thee this 
day, to do that which is right in the eyes of the Lord thy Gods" 
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What here will our opponent say? A false opinion about God 
is a disease of the mind, is it, or, is it properly a sin 
against God to worship other gods? Also what, I ask, has God 
Himself judged about this kind of disease? He did not desire 
it to be treated only with exhortations and discussions, did 
He? Secondly, did not the most holy prophet Elijah in one day 
kill 400 false prophets (1 Kings 18)? Did not the same by di- 
vine command make Jehu and Josiah kings (2 Kings 10)? What of 
the fact that not only pious prophets and kings, but also the 
pagans Nebuchadnezzar and Derius ordered by most severe laws 
that action be taken against those who blasphemed the God of 
Israel (Dan.3 and 6)? St. Augustine in letter 50 to Boniface 
writes that these clearly showed in this manner deference to 
the true God, What shall I say about the Christian emperors? 
Are not extant the laws of Constantine, Theodosius, Valentini- 
jan, Martian, Justinian, Michael, and the other very religious 
princes by whom the heretics now with pecuniary penalties, now 
with the loss of all their possessions, now with exile, now 
with floggings, and now with even death are punished?l Whether 
indeed laws of this kind were approved by the Church of Christ 
it is not possible to doubt. For to passnaver the more regent 
decrees, at ail events the first Council of Nicaea sought and 
obtained from Constantine that he send the heresiarch Arius 
along with some partners in his error into exile, as Sozomen 
says in his History of the Church, Book I, Chapter X, and St. 
Leo in Epistle 91, Chapter I, to Turibius (reading Turibium 
for Turbium]. "Rightly," .he says, "our fataers, in the times of 
whom this unspeakable heresy broke forth, earnestly took action 
throughout all the world that the impious madness be driven 
from the Church. Since the secular princes also detested i i 
this sacrilegious senselessness to such an extent that they 
laid low the author and very many of it with the sword of the 
public laws, end for a long time that punishment was an aid to 
the ecclesiastical leniency, which, though resting on sacerdo- 
tal judgment and avoiding bloody punishments, yet is aided by 
the laws of Christian princes, while ever do they recur to 
spiritual remedy who fear bodily punishment." Augustine 180 
weites in Epistle 48 to Vincent that this is true and proved by 
most sure experience , where he affirms how very many Donatists 
came back to the true Church on account of the penalties which 
tud been set up by the laws and edicts of the princes against 


ee inanneeimeeeel 


Ignap. On Heretics; Bk. on Manichaeans; Bk. on Arians. Be 
Cuicundqne. Peul the Deacon, Bks. XVI, XXIV, Roman history. Au- 


uestine, Letter 166. 


ore 


36 REPLY TO BELLOY 


the hereticss But though penalties of this type were not much 
help to the heretics themselves, yet it cannot be denied that 
4t would be of very great benefit to the Christian flock to 
keep these wolves at a distance by any means you can; for which 
reason St, Gregory, even though he was an excellent and very 
gentle pope, yet praises in Book d, Lpistleg 77, Gennadius, ex- 
arch of Africa, because he was persecuting the heretics with 
great zeal and he exhorts him also to continue this strongly 


and successfully. 


CHAPTER XVIII 


But now what our opponent offers in the fourth place about 
the custom of our ancestors who suffered the many heretics 
princes, as Constantine and Valens the Arians, Anestasius the 
Eutychian, Heraclius the Monothelite, and any others that there 
are, has nothing to do with the matter, For the Church ought 
not rashly and without consideration misuse ‘its power; further 
not rarely does it happen that so great is the power, joined 
with wickedness and savagery, of some kings that ecclesiastical 
censure has no effect to coerce them, and it is very harmful to 
the Catholic people against whom the enraged princes are more 
fierce, For what, I ask, would it have once profited the 
Chureh if it had tried to excommunicate and dispossess of their 
thrones the Ostrogoth kings in Italy, or the Visigoths in Spain, 
or the Vandals in Africa, although it would have been able to do 
this with the very best legal right? The same thing ought to be 
understood about Constantine, Valens, and the others named above, 
seeing that those were times then that rather were set up for 
the martyrdom of bishops than for the coercion of kings. But 
when the Church Saw Some opportunity opening for its power, eéi- 
ther alongwith spiritual help to the princes themselves, or at 
least without hurt and loss to the people, it was not wanting, 
as the examples adduced a little before show. For the Church 
adjudged that Leo the Isaurian be deprived of a part of his em- 
pire, Henry IV of all his empire, and Childeric of the realm of 
France, So that in fact afterwards Leo lost part of his empire, 
Henry all his empire, and Childeric the kingdom of France. 
Therefore those ancient emperors, Constantine, Valens, and the 
others the Church did not tolerate for the reason ( as our ad-= 
versary would dream) because they had lawfully succeeded to the 
empire, for otherwise it would have suffered through with also 
Leo, Henry and Childeric, who not less lawfully had succeeded, 
but because it was unable to coerce the former without hurt to 
the people, but it was able, the latter. 


CHAPTER XIX 


We have reached at length the fifth and last and at the 
same time the most important subject of the whole controversy, 
where the question must be briefly explained whether it per- 
tains to the Pope of Rome, if just cause should demand, that 
Christian princes be deprived of kingdoms and empires by the 
Apostolic authority, On this question our opponent consumes 
a whole chapter, or Number 19 of the second part of the apol- 
ogy: Now that we. may set forth the whole matter in order, we 
Shall bring on first the chief and most Solid . argument, so 
that the truth of the subject may be stablished; second, we 
‘Shall refute all those things which our opponent was able to 
think out and put forth on the other side, Then as to the 
first, this whole matter cepends on two opinions; the one that 
the Roman Pontiff is the father and pastor of the whole Church, 
i.e., of all Christians; the second, that the supreme pastor of 
the whole Church is above not only private individuals, but al- 
So Christian kings and emperors to the extent that, if the in- 
terest of Christ and the Church should require it, he can strip 
them of their kingdoms and empires. For if these two reasons. 
are true, there is no one who would not see that it forthwith 
follows that the Roman Pontiff utilizes his ownright when he | 
deprives Christian princes, if just cause should demand it, of 
their kingdoms and empires. Wie 
The first opinion the gdversary would never have denied, if 
he had truthfully declared himself (.as he mendaciously did) a 
Catholic doctor of both laws. For what do the laws and canons 
more often repeat then that there is one Roman Pontiff as the 
head of the whole Church, but not only in one place in this 
apology does our adversary deny that the Roman Pontiff has any 
right over the French bishops or princes; for he speaks as fol- 
lows on page 93, "Since the Pope has no jurisdiction nor cogni- 
gance over the bishops of France, etc."; and on page 156, "in 
consequence of the right, authority and pignity of) the Sover= 
eignty of our king, who no other than God recognizes in his | 
realm, it is.not lawful for the pope or bishop to excommunicate 
cities or bodies subject to the kingdom oftne French", and on 
page 157, "the pope has no power over Subjects of this realm, 
ete." Therefore that we may convict by three most certain wit- 
nesses the incredible rashness of this pseudocatholic, who 
strives to make the Most Christian king and his whole realm 
schismatic. and heretical, first we shall offer Christ Himself, 
md, the acts of the ancient popes, and lastly, the testimony 
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the French kings and the senate of France itself. When 
Seas says to DeESe "Peed my sheep" (John 21), I do not think 
he excepted the French. Therefore if the French sheep are 
Christ's, they ought to be fed by Peter. But if the French have 
Peter as a shepherd by divine law, Peter has that right over the 
French which the shepherd has over his sheep, that is, that he 
may, in accordance with his authority, not only by his word both 
force them to the good pastures and keep them away from the harn- 
ful ones, but also by his crook; further the Catholic Church has 
always believed that Peter lives in his successor and that he is 
the Roman Pontiff; and to pass over innumerable testimonies, and 
to offer only a certain few opinions of the French doctors of the 
early, middle and last age for all the others~ St. Irenaeus, 
martyr and bishop of Lyons, who lived in the early times of the 
Church, in the third book Against Heretics, Chapter I, writes 
that the first bishop of the Roman Church was the Apostle Peter; 
moreover, that Linus, Anecletus, Clement and others in order 
succeeded Peter; and he hands dewn in these words that therefore 
in the Roman Church the whole Church should unite as mother and 
teacher: "Io this Church on account of the more powerful preene- 
inence it is needful that the whole Church unite, that is, those 
everywhere that are believers," St. Prosper of Aquitaine, a 
most learned man, who lived in the mid age of’the Church, says in 
Book II, Chapter VI, De vogatione gentium, "Rome on account of 
the priesthood has been made more imporvant by a citadel of re- 
ligion than by a seat of power"; and in the book De ingratis he 
says: "Rome, seat of Peter, which has become the head of the 
pastoral honor of the world; whatever it does not possess by © 
arms, it holds by religion." 

St. Bernard of France- if anyone is excellent and famous- who 
seems to belong to the last ege of the Church, addresses Eugen- 
lus in De consideratione, Book II, as follows: "Well, let us 
more diligently search out furtner who you are, that is, what 
person you bear in the Church, you who are the great priest, the 


Supreme Pontifex, you the Chief of bishops, you the heir of’ the 
Apostles, you in’ primacy Abel, in governhent Noah, in the patri- 


archate Abraham, in tne order Melchisedec, in dignity Aaron, in 
authority Moses, in the judiciary Samel, in power Peter, by 
anointment Christ, you are he to whom the keys have been given, 
to whom the sheep have beén entrusted. There are indeed other 
doorkeepers of heaven and shepherds of the flocks, but you are 
as mach more glorious as also different are both names before 
all others: for a heritage they have flocks assigned to then, 
each one a Single one, to you all are assigned, the one to the 
one, and not only of all sheep but also of shepherds you are the 
one sherherd of all." That is what St. Bernard says. To himit 
is is pieasing to add the venerable Hugo St. Victor, likewise 
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French and most erudite and very dear to St. Bernard himself, 
He then in De offic, ecclesiasticis, Book I, Chapter XLIII, 
says: "He is called Pope, becuuse he is*the father of all; he 

is called universal, beeause he is:t#ar the Church universal; 

he is also called apostolic, because he takes the place of the 
prince. of the apostles; he also is named the supreme pontifex, 
because he is the head of all the bishops. With these four 
French doctors, I believe, they do not disagree who are called 
‘Gatholics in the kingdom.of the Frénch, and there could be no 
- doubt that the Most Christian kings of the French would want 
toilearn the interpretation of the words of Christ more will- 
‘ingly from Irenaeus, Prosper, Bernard and Hugo than from the 
apologetical impostor. . 

But let us now proceed to the public registers of the ane 

‘cients and see whether in the olden times the Bishop of Rome 

ad any right over the French. St. Cyprian in his letter 13 
68?-see Cath, Encyc, 1914, Vol, IV, pe. 587,Book III, to Pape 
Stephen as follows: "Letters should be directed by you to the 
province and people living at Arles by which Marcian may be put 
aside and another substituted in his place," where Cyprian wold 
not advise the Roman Pontifex that he should depose Marcian, 
bishop at Arles, accused of many crimes, from the bishopric, 
unless at that time this had been the custom of the Church-that 
the judgments of bishops, even French, pertained to the Pontiff 
om kome. St. Leo, in letter 83, to the bishops of France says 3 
"With us your fraternity should recognize that the Apostolic 
See has been consulted by priests of also your province as to 
innumerable relationships, and in view of the appeal of diverse 
eases the judgments have been either revised or confirmed," 
That is what he said. If the Apostolic See had no right in 
France, why is appeal made to it from France? Why were sSome-~- 
times were these judgments of the French revised by it? St. 
“Gregory, Book IV, Letter.52,. to all. the bishops of France «+ .4 
writes that he entrusted his authority throughout France to the 
Bishop Vairgilius of Arles, and at the same time he orders that 
the more important cases be referred to the court of the Apos- 
tolic See, "so far ( he says) as an opinion suitable without 
doubt could be rendered by us." It cannot therefore be doubted 
but that at this time the French acknowledged the Roman Pontiff 
as their supreme judge and shepherd, Pope Zacharias, of whoma 
little later we shall more fully speak, when he ordered King 
Childeric to be removed and Pepin to be made in his place, sure~ 
Ty had.some right in France. By like reasoning when Nicholas I 
* “publicly excomminicated King Lothar and his concubine Waldrada 
and atthe same time the archbishops of Treves SVG ODO GES Mire 
Regino; Chronicles, ‘Book II, Otto of Freising, History, Boo : 
“Ofapter Til, and Sigebert in his Chronicle write, plainly showed 
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that he had the very greatest right over the French. About 

Pope Gregory IV Paulus Aemilius writes in Book IV, History of 
the French, as follows: " The council of bishops whieh the soi Sons 
of Emperor Louis had convened was held at Iyons, and the empire 
was taken away from their father. This decree was soon rescind 
ed by Pope Gregory." Likewise pertains what Marianus Scotus 
writes in Book ITI of his Chronicle; he says: "King Louis at the 
order of Pope Gregory received the queen coming to meet him at 
Aachen,™ You. see here, reader , that the pope at this time had 
the right in France both to rescind decrees and by his own com- 
mand forthwith to restore to Louis the wife taken away by his 

: When Pope Hadrian I¥ found out that the empire of Louis 
the Younger was being attacked with armed force by Charles the 
the Bald, he immediately sent letters to Charles, in which he 

- ordered (to use the words of Aimonius, Bk. IV, Chap. XXIV) that 

Mo one should disturb the empire of Louis, that no one Should 

divert it to himself. But if anyone should so presume, not on- 

ly by the use of hisoim authority would he invalidate it, but 

also he would be bound with the chains of excommunication, de-= 
prived ofthe name of Christian, and placed wholly with the dev- 
il, Why, the opponent himself, on pages 165 and 166 mentions 
-that Philip Augustus was. excommunicated by Celestine III, Phil- 
ip the Fair by Boniface VIII, and Louis XII by Julius II-three 
French: kings by three Roman Pontiffs., Therefore as far as the 
. registers of the popes are concerned, it cannot be doubted that 
they always had power over the provinces of France, as over all 
other provinces of the Christian world. 

But lastly let the testimony and admission both of the French 
“kings and princes be added. For there is no need to add here 
about the bishops, since there are no Catholic bishops who do 
not swear true obedience to the supreme Pontiff. Therefore the 
opponent himself on page 187 writes that the ecclesiastics in 
France are’ subject to the pontifical monarchy. But yet how 
prettily this would agree with what is contained on page 93- 


that the Pope of Rome has no jurisdiction nor cognizance over 


the. bishops of France, he himself should have seen. Since the 
Chief men of the whole realm of France besought Zacharias that 
it be lawful by his authority to transfer the kingdom from Chil- 
‘deric to Pepin, as write Acmilius, Book II, and very many histor- 
ans, of course they. plainly confess that the Pope of Rome has 
-over all Christians and even over the Freneh what our adversary 
denies, For otherwise why did they not seek this from their own 
bishops? or why did they not do without the Pope what they de- 
sired? Nay, why did they await the Pope ordering it, as Negino, 
Book II, and other writers say? Charlemagne, likewise King of 
the Franks and Emperor, often testifies to his own obedience to 
the Apostolic See by various proofs. But one proof now will 


DEPOSITION OF KINGS 41 


suffice. There is extant the privilege of the same Charles 
which he gave to the Church at Bremen, as found in Albert 
Krantz, Metropolis, Book I, Chapter VIII, as follows: "By the 
order of the upreme Pontiff and the Universal Father Hadrian, 
likewise of Lullus, Bishop of Mainz and of all those who were 
present at the council of pontiffs, we have entrusted the __ 
Church. at Bremen with all its appendages to Willehad, a man-of 
the Bald, King of France, ordered to cease by the letters from 
Hadrian II from making war against the provinces of Louis the 
Younger, took it hard, as writes Aimonius, Book IV, Chapter 

XXVII, because he was prohibited from increasing his kingdom; 
yet he did not think that the mandate of the Pope Should be de- 
Spised, but on the contrary he sent an arienieraty eens oe 
letters and gifts to. placate him. But what n is there for 
ee osnure Ot tne Host Christian Fingstreading regum for 

re um}, when it is well known that in the creation of new i 

shops by Sixtus V the fact is that the kings of the ey ps 2 

with the whole city looking ee et their own ambassador 

5 bedience to the new Pontiff? 

Mei ve cades our opponent here and there is wont MSS eta 
the regal parliament, and especially that defense ee e she 
ate of Paris offered to Louis XI for the liberty of t cok 2 
Church, out of this very defense it has been pHees anes 20a A 
proof at this point. Therefore in the Preface we rea O 
lows:"It seemed good to the Curia to collect here the oa es O 
disputes of this kind at the same time with Behe a Gis naa 
remedies, in such a way that the king would iat ye Ge, 
in the obedience which a king truly Catholic and Most C i 

owes to the holy Apostolic See," and below, Chapter XIX, Brite 

all things the Curia declares it is unwilling to rheah ay a, 
from the sanctity, dignity, honor and authority of e holy 

, th 1l honor, reverence and obedi- 
Apostolic See, because rather a 0 ’ Se a ears 
ence which every pious person owes,to the ae aia We 
the Church it has been prepared to offer; and if anyt i 
‘eome forth that should be changed for the better, it aaah 9 
refuse to submit itself to er rae TR Saree ee aah 
which cannot err" (Can, A recta., 4, del). p 
RE Pe ir spins lend auposvave., For wane crtenen 
es eo eng wiele ; to show from the par 
s he contend in the whole apology than to 0 

Petoute of France that the Pope has no TREY IR Ge ene cae 
of France? But is not it the same Lbiigesinne sar astra 
firms in so many words that the King of sar Brie Meno Hall on 
really faithful and pious owe hea See oe Rha cea 
Does not the same Parjiament very op Te aes rts aie Tee 
all reverence and obedience to kai abla oN fe) Leta Path oen 
other prior opinion which we undertoo o Dp 
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duasaenlnei euuaal toned by us from the words of Christ, by the 
interpretation of the fathers, py the acts of the popes, and 
“by the confessions: and testimonies of the French. | 


CHAPTER 2% 


Sy But: ‘ now. AL os heute progress to epic a mca in view of the 
brevity of the work that has been started, that the supreme 
prince of the hierarchial monarchy. (whieh was the other opin- 
ion) has power to retiove Christian kings from their jurisdice 
tions for certain reasons, First then, though the ecclesias- 
tical power, which resides. above all in the Pope, and the po- 
TAtice. power, which except for certain other princes the Ro- 
man Emperor holds are not only two distinct. ( reading. distine- 
tae for distincta), powers in limits and. duties, but also, are. 
Tound to” bé mésnwhile as separate ( for once, had no polstiroal 
princes, and now also’ ‘there are many, kings and princes outside 
the Church ), yet when the princes ure Christians and numbered 
among the members and sons ofthe Catholic Church, the two pow- 
“érs are So joined and harmonized with éach: other that they make 
“one commonwealth, one kingdom, one family, yes, even one body; 
bot ee. ire Apostle says in Romans 12, " We are ‘one body in 
Christ, and every one members one of anothers" But in this 
mystical body of the Church the ecclesiastical power is, as it 
were, indeed ‘the spirit, but the political, as it were, the 
body, as St. Nazianzen teaches inhis ‘oration to, the people 
struck with fear and to the wrathy emperor. ‘And this cannot 
be brought into controversy, since it. should be well known that 
the ecclesiastical power is. spiritual and heavenly, but the po- 
litical is human and. earthly; ‘and again: the purpose of the for 
mer. would be. eternal happiness happiness, but of the latter, 
temporal peace and tranquillity; the former chiefly would rule 
the spirits and hearts, the latter would have its power in the 
bodies; the former would'rest upon divine laws and heavenly or- 
acles, the latter on. eivil law and that of nations; lastly the 
former. would have as its author God’ directly, the latter would 
be. derived through the law of nations and the consent of the 
peoples to. the princes, Just as’ the duties’of the body and mind 
are found separate and distinct also among the angels who have 
no body and the beasts who are without reason; and yet in man, 
because they make one personality, they are so united and har- 
monized that the mind is the superior, the flesh is the subject, f 
and the mind can by its om right coerce the flesh by fasts, vid 
gils, and other impositions, lest it impede the duties of the 
spirit, or even, if ‘there be need, for attaining the end of the 
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spirit the latter could command the flesh to expose itself and 
all its possessions, even with loss of life, as we see the holy 
martyrs do; with like reasoning in the Church of Christ, if 
really there be a body, there ought to be such a great union 

of the ecclesiastical and political Powers, and such great or-~ 
der between them and subjection of one to the other, that in 
those matters that bear on (reading ad for ac)Jattaining etemsl 
Salvation the ecclesiastical power would direct the political 
and command it, and if there be need, control and coerce it 
lest it impede the attainment of the proper end, even to the 
detriment of its power, as in this manner according to the opin- 
jon of St. Gregory, Book II, Epistle 61, the earthy kingdom is 
a servant of the heavenly kingdom. And since this is the situ- 
ation, of course the supreme ecclesiastical prince does not 
wrong a Supreme political prince, if he should advise him and 
command him to rightly use his political power, coerce the im- 
Pious and blasphemous with lews and penalties, protect the Cath- 
olic faith, and tske up arms against the unbelievers who are at- 
tacking the Church {reading oppugnantes for oppugnanter). 

But if (reading Quid for Quis} he either should turn out a 
Wolf from a sheep,and, following the heretics and sectaries, de- 
stroy the Catholic faith, or a raging ram, with disdain for the 
Shepherd, attack the sheep subject to him, or like a lazy and 
timid dog on account of worthlessness and slothfulness not dare 
to defend the flock of the Lord from the biting wolves; why, I 
ask, will not the supreme Shepherd and the one who takes the 
place of Christ Himself on earth be able to keep this wolf away 
from the flock and order the sheep not to follow him further; 
and to shut up the mad ram and prohibit him from thereafter 
leading the flock; and finally to substitute for the weak aoe 
another one that would, as he ought, guard and defend the flock? 
So by this power the priest Jehoida removed ( reading Sep 
for regionem } Queen Athaliah, who was playing the Ay gaestoain 
the péople, from her realm, and made Joash king, aS we rea si 
II Kings 11 and II Chronicles 25, By this power Pope Gregory i 

j ae Le who was zealous in the her 
not only excommunicated Emperor Leo, o 
esy of the iconoclasts, and was making plans to introduce it in 
to italy, but also denied him the revenues from Italy; as Ce- 
na in writing in the life of the 
drenus and Zonaras have left us in I gz 
By this power Pope Zacharias transferred the kingdom 
eae Spe “ee : account of his neglect the Catholic re- 
i bs wrench was aie? aching not a little hurt, to Pep 
Gee teee cece ce ty mats Censinmite Ttsoloa ahevues tis‘ows 
this power Pope Leo ? 
legates [reeling legates for sosstor! Teaiu and was fleeing to 
sa 111} r=) ADs r1Lt xi aah a hi : : 
nin Se uae asia set vibe of all Ghristians, as Aimonius writes 
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in Book IV, Chapter XCVI,of the History of the French, and Re~ 
gino, Book II, Year &08,. Chronicle, “By this” power, lastivy. leo 
transferred the Empire fron the Greeks to the Franks, because 
he had already. by long exverience leerned that the Greeks ei- 
“ther ‘were: not able, or were unwilling ‘to bring 674 to the” las 
boring. Church. And at the same time especially there seemed to 
be cause for fear, Since with the Enveror Constantine blinded 
by the deceit of his own men, a woman would heat the Roman Em- 


pire, which before had never happened, | 


CHAPIER XXI 


There remains now for. us only to refute the charges in a few 
words, And first from page 142 to page 137 our opponent does 
not offer as many arguments on his own account as he criticizes 
certain words and deeds of the popes. Eitthtie arealmost as many 
lies in this criticism as words, First he criticizes the words 
of Paschal, who in the Chapter Significasti de Elect. writes 
that the councils prescribe no iaws for the Roman Church, though 
from him he rather may receive support and strength, This opin- 
ion of Paschal, (Says our adversary) the general Councils of 
Constance and Basle condemned eas heresy, while present were 

“Popes John XXIII and Eugenius IV. Here are three lies, First, 
that the Council of Constance condemned that opinion of the 
- power of the Pope over the council with John XXIII present; for 

it is well known that the aforesaid John left the council be- 
fore the third session; moreover that opinion was condemned in 
the fourth session, when neither the Pope himself nor any leg- 
ate of his was present in the council, The second lie is that 
the same opinion was condemned by the Council of Basle as her- 
etical with Eugenius present, since ELugenius never came to the 
Council of Basle, and in the thirty-third ‘session, when strict- 
ly speaking this opinion was, condemned as heretical, not only 
the Pope but also his legate was absent. The third lie is that 
this opinion of. Paschal concerning the power of the Pope over . 
councils was condemned as heretical by the Council of Constance. 
For that council did not completely define the matter, but on- 
ly in the case of schism. But it is very true that the popes 
in the time of sehism, when there is doubt who is the true and 
lawful pope, are under the. general. council, and therefore after- 
ward the Council of Basle desired to define the matter complete- 
ly and as Catholic truth, as is plain from the twenty-third ses- 
Sion of the same council. But lest our opponent should be too 
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pleased with himself at the decree of this council, it shouldnot 
be omitted, should it, that the decree was wtade~ I shall speak’ 
with the utmost restraint-by a council without a-head? There-: 
fore. it deservedly has: among Catholics no authority at‘all. For 
it is a very well known and ancient rule that no. councils can 
be ratified without the authority of the Roman Pontiff; for 
otherwise, if number alone of bishops makes a council (reading 
faceret for facere}, why was it that all Catholics repudiated 

€ Council of Rimini of 600 bishops, because the Roman Pontiff 
Damasus disapproved the council; but the Council of Constantin- 
ople of 150 bishops is venerated by all Catholies?(Julius I, 
Bee oe Bast Socrates, Bk, II, Ch. XXV; Sozomen, Bk.In, 
Ch, see much on this matter, which for brevity we pass by 
in the epistle of Gelasius I which is entitled de vineculo ana» 
thema, Besides add that this decree of the Council of Basle 
not only was disapproved afterwards in the Councils of Florence 
and the Lateran, but also was abrogated in the time of Pope Nich- 
olas V by that of Basle continued at Lausanne, when also Amadeus, 
though by the authority of the Council of Basle created Pope, 
Since the pontificate had not properly been obtained, properly 
abdicated. (Nicholas V, in appendix to Council of Basle). Adda 
lastly that not at all does this discussion on the comparison of 
the power of the Pope and councils pertain to helping the case 
of our opponent, For these very people who subject the Pope of 
Rome to the universal council likewise desire that he be over 
all believers, even kings and emperors, with supreme power, as 
the true Vicar of Christ and the supreme Pastor of the whole 
Church (J.Gerson, Peter of Ailly, J.Almain, tracts on power of Church ). 

Secondly, the author of the apology andthe untruth criticizes 

and strives to censure the canon, Alius, 15, q.6, where we read 
that the last king of the Franks of the family ofthe Merovingi- 
ans was deprived of his authority by Pope Zacharias; he says; 
"The truth is that the Pope gave an advice to the nobility of 
France, not, however, a mandate, as very well writes William of 
Ockham in the book on the power of the Church." But that this | 
very thing is a manifest lie, and thet a mandate was plainly 
given by Zacharias, all the old historians testify, who ought ra- 
tner to be believed than one Ockham, who is more recent, and has 
invented many things by reason of his hate for the Pope. The 
very old annals of the Franks have it thus. "By his own authority 
Zacharias granted and ordered that Pepin be made king." And far- 
ther on, "According to the sanction of the Roman Pontiff Pepin 
was called king," Binhard in his life of Charlemagne says, "Pepe 
in by the authority of the Roman Pontiff was mace king from Pre~ 
fest of the Palace." Aimonius, Book IV, Chapter IXI, History of 
tne Frenks, says, "The Pope granted by hisown authority and conm- 
Handed that Pepin be made king." Regino, Book II, Chronicles, 
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says: "Zacharias by the Apostolic authority commanded that Pep- 
in be made king and anointed with the oil ofthe holy unction." 
Lambert of Hersfeld, in the German History, says: "Pepin by the 
decree of Pope Zacharias was named king through anointment by 
St. Boniface." Sigebert in the Chronicle, Year 750, says; 
Prince Pepin by the Apostolic authority and by the choice of 
the Franks was anointed as king by St. Boniface and consecrated 
in the year 752, Again he was anointed as king by Pope Steph- 
en," Hermann Contractus in the Chronicle, Year 752, says; 
"Pepin by the authority of Pope Stephen, after King Childeric 
had been deposed and detained, having been made king, reigned 
fifteen years.Marianus Scotus in the Chronicle, Book III, says; 
"Pope Zacharias by the Apostolic authority of St. Peter com- 
manded the French people that Pepin who was exercising the re- 
gal power also enjoy the dignity of the title, Thus King Hil- 
deric, who ruled as the last king of the Merovingians over the 
Franks, was deposed and sent off to a monastery." Conrad of 
Ursberg in the Chronicle, Year 750, says: "Pepin by the author- 
ity of Pope Zacharias, elected to the power in the custom of 
the Franks, was elevated to the throne ofthe realm through the 
hands of St. Boniface." And farther on, "Pope Stephen with the 
Sacred unction confirmed Pepin in the office of the regal dig- 
nity." otto of Freising, History, Book V, Chapter XXII, Says; 
"By the authority of Pope Zacharias Pepin is elected to the © 
Power." Albert Kranz, Metropolis, Book I, Chapter XIV, says: 
"Rightly the Pope and the King of the French aggrandized then- 
selves by mutual. good will when from the beginning this See was 
responsible for the house of Charles having the regal dignity." 
Thirdly, he criticizes the words of Pope Nicholas III which 
are contained in the Chapter Fundamentum, Elect, in 6; he says; 
"He declared that the jurisdiction of the city belongs to the 
Holy See, to the exclusion of all others, not from the donation 
of Constantine, but because of these words, 'Their sound went in- 
to all the earth,' and from others, which he interprets accord- 
ing to his own judgment," Who wouldbelieve that a Catholic law 
éxpert, such as he vaunts himself to be, was either So inexperst--4& 


or So wicked, that the canons which he professes either he aid 
not. read, or with manifest lying wished to deprave? For those 
words, "heir sound went into all the earth," were not adduced 
_by Nicholas to prove that the jurisdiction of the city per- 


tained to the Pope, but for this only-that we might know that 
the preaching of the Apostles was general, yet in that duty of 
_ preaching the Gospel special aspects were entrusted to St. Pe- 
.ter, Prince of the Apostles, All this discussion Nicholas cop- 
jed word for word from Epistle 89 of St, Leo to the bishops 
stationed throughout the province of Vienna. Therefore whenour 
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opponent contends that this passage, "Their sound went into all 
the earth," is falsely explained by Nicholas, not so much Nich- 
olas as Pope St. Leo, most learned and excellent, does he crit- 

icize. Moreover as far as the donation of Constantine is con- 
cerned, our adversary lies most openly. For these words of 
Nicholas in that very chapter in which the adversary denies that 
the Pope is supported on the donation of Constantine are: "on 
the fourth day of his baptism Constantine, along with all his 
'Satraps and the whole Senate, also the optimates and the whole 
‘people in the person of the Blessed Sylvester, on leaving the 
city, by his granting that the.city of Rome should be disposed 
of through a pragmatic constitution by him and his Successors, 
decreeing in the city itself a monarchy of both powers for the 
Roman’ Pontiff, declared, eta ym i. Pe RD 


CHAPTER XATI 


But after passing over these lies, let us come to the serics 
arguments. First therefore, page 157, he brings téstimony 
against us from Innocent III, who, in the Chapter, Novit. de ju- 
dic., writes, the adversary says, that he was unwilling that 
anything be done against the supreme majesty of the King of the 
Franks; and in the Chapber Per venerabilem, Qui fil. sint legit. 
he says, that no superior is acknowledged in temporal affairs — 
and in the administration of his kingdom by the King of the 
Franks.: Indeed this never is found in the whole letter; but this 
only- that he is unwilling to @isturb or diminish the jurisdic- 
tion of the king; and that the king in his realm is the supreme 
temporal lord. ,These two matters can easily be understood from 
what we have said in Chapter XX. For correctly the Pope teaches 
that the King of the Franks acknowledges no superior in temporal 
affairs, because,.evidently, there is-no prince , whether he be a 
king or the. Emperor, to whom the King of the Franks is subject; 
but that the spiritual superior, that is, the Pope, is above all 
kings, and also ‘the King of the Franks himself in.such 4. way that 

ndeed directly he judges spiritual cases, moreover consequently 
administers temporal matters, as far as either may impede the 
course of spiritual affairs, or are necessary for promoting it, 
the Fope not only in these. passages. does not deny, but on the 
contrary both he himself and others both by words and deeds very 
frequently have taught. And not to go on further, does not the 
Pope in this very ghapter Novit. effirm that he is the judge be- 
tween the French and the English kings? Does he not order his 
own legate that unless the King of the Franks either again makes 
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a firm- peace with the King of England, or enters into a proper 
truce, he should not omit to proceed against him in accordance 
with the form given him? Does not he conclude his own letter 
to the Prelates of France in these words- "And therefore through 
the Apostolic See we command you all and in virtue of obedience 
we instruct you that , after the same Abbott has communicated 
this Apostolic mandate, you humbly receive his opinion, nay, 
ours more truly', and that you cause it to be observed by oth- 
ers, knowing for a certainty that if you do otherwise, we will 
heavily punish your disobedience." Therefore it is not true, 
as the opponent assumed in his argument, that Pope Innocent 
wrote that he was unwilling to attempt anything against the ma- 
jesty of the King of the Franks. For this is not only not found 
in that letter, but it is repugnant rather to the whole letter, 
And much less is true what above not just once our adversary 
has affirmed- that the Roman Pontiff has no jurisdiction or 
cognizance over the French princes or bishops. For. now from 
the letter which the opponent brought forth in his defense we 


have heard the complete contrary. 


CHAPTER XXIII 


Secondly, the apology offers the extravagant of Clement VY 
which begins, Meruit de privil. He says, "Clement, to pacify 
King Philip the Fair, whom the insolence of Boniface had pro- 
voked, made invalid and recalled the declaration of that one 
against the realm of the Franks, and he proved by that order 
that this realm was not subject to his See." So he said. But 
is this not manifestly to lie, and to proceed by impostures, 
not with arguments? Where in all that extravagant is there 
mention of invalidation or revocation? Where is the proof 
that the kingdom of the Franks by this order would not be sub- 
ject to the Apostolic See? But let us hearken to the words 
themselves of Clement, He says: "We do not desire or intend 
any prejudice to be generated against the king and realm 
through the definition and declaration of Pope Boniface VIII, 
of good memory, our predecessor, which begins, Unam sanctam; 
nor nor that through it tie king and kingdom an rned and 
tested dwellers in that realm be more subject to the Church of 
Rome than they were before; but they are understood to be in 
the same status in whith they were before the aforesaid defin- 
ition and declaration, both as to the Church and as also to the 
king, realm, and inhabitants named above." Here of course Pope 
Clement teaches most truly that in consequence of the declara- 
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tion of Boniface no prejudice is raised against the King of the 
Franks, and that on account of this declaration he is now no 
More subject to the Apostolic See than he was before this dec- 
laration; seeing that Boniface speaks in that declaration 
neither about the King of the Franks nor any other certain 
prince; and he did not determine anything new; but he is preach- 
ing the Evangelical words and the Catholic faith concerning the 
unity of the Church; therefore he does not more subject to his 
See the Christian princes or peoples than they were subject bee 
fore by the divine law. But because some desired on account of 
those disagreements which had come up between Pope Boniface and 
King Philip that the constitution of Boniface by a perverse in- 
terpretation seem to be prejudicial to the kingdom of the Freneh, 
Pope Clement in accordance with a prudent plan advised and ex- 
plained that in consequence of that constitution, which contained 
a simple confession of the ancient (reading antiquariae for an- 
tiquare) faith, begets no prejudice to the King or Kingdom of the 
French, But why the opponent would judge the constitution of 
Bohiface to be insolent, I do not sufficiently perceive; for that 
there is one church, which isthe first and outstanding point of 
that constitution, we have as taken from the Scriptures in the 
symbol of Constantinople. That there ought to be one ruler of 
the one church, which Boniface places in the same constitution, 
the unity itself of the body, the building, the ship, the flock, 
the bride of Christ, which all are names of the Catholic Church, 
clearly enough teach, That this one ruler must be understood to 
be the Apostle Peter and his successors, which in the third place 
is put in that constitution, we learn from the Gospel, as alsowe 
have above briefly indicated. That absolutely all men, even if 
they be kings and emperors, ought to be subject to the Roman Pon- 
tiff, and that this is necessary for their salvation, which is at 
the end of this constitution, rests on the same sure foundation, 
that absolutely all men who desire salvation ought to joined to 
the sheep of Christ; and moreover Christ subjected all his sheep 
to Peter as Pastor and ‘to*his successors. Moreover that in thie 
constitution are inserted the two swords that are in the Church, 
is taken almost word from word from the book of St. Bernard; and 
therefore no one can proclaim the constitution of Boniface as 
insolent; rather from the opinion of Bernard they would determine 
the very’ same thing, which, however, all judge to be very modest 
and very true, But the following are the words of St. Bernard in 
Book IV, Dé consideratione, to Pope Hugenius, which Boniface im- 
itated:' "Why do you try to usurp anew a sword, which one you or- 
deréd.to be placed in its sheath? Yet he who denies that it also 
is yours seems to me not to sufficiently attend to the word of 
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the Lord when he speaks as follows, 'Put up again thy sword in- 
to his place,' and therefore it is yours and perhaps at your 
command, if not by your hand, it should be drawn, otherwise, 

b Re ae in no way pertains to you, the Lord also, when the apos- 
tles were saying, ‘Behold , here are two swords,' would not have 
responded, 'It is enough', but, ' It is too mache? Therefore 
both the swords are the Church's, that is, both the spiritual 
and the. material; but the latter indeed must: be used for the 
Church, but the former also by the Church; the former, by the 
priests, the latter, in the hand of the soldier, to’ be sure, at 
the nes of the. DeLee and at the command seus Wena emperors 


"CHAPTER TOV 


‘Thirdly, the. ‘opponent. argues that ee pa ol pe the 
erime of heresy and the jurisdiction over heretics has always-. 
been ceded to the political magistrate, and to him, not: Hep 
priest, it. pertains by ‘the best: law, -.- But he proves this by the- 
following reasoning, whichI shall include in his words, lesthe 
perchance. complain that anything has been left-out by us.’ He. - 
says: "For indeed it is. necessary that the law of God be COnm 
sidered,. first, for instance, in this age when all. are forced. . 
to. obey the political and temporal mnagistracy, -by-- reason of the 
administration of human Society and the. terrestrial _ judge, OP oj 
avoid confusions. and quarrels; . but. secondly, . in, the next. age, 
when God alone judges and punishes, and.in ‘respect. to, that He. as 
gave no magistrate to this world to avenge, wrongs’ done Him 
through transgression of His mandates. For priests have. been _ 
given.as custodians and teachers of. divine law, not judges, but. 
as gentle. physicians of the minds; and the iandates oftGodss re} not 
sanctions ordering punishments, but very kind’ warnings and ad~ 
vices; otherwise if we are compelled by the sword to the obser=" 
vance of the divine law, our merit would be very tentous." That . 
is what he said. He then attaches certain testimonies of the 
Scripture and the fathers, which at their own ‘place we shall 
dispose of. Further, how foul errors, or what monsters in Meat 
Christian religion this proposal would bring forth, no one { Taree 
believe) will be so destitute of judgment as not to ‘see, so vthat 
now the author of the apology would seem to have to be called ~ 
not only a heretic, but also a@ new heresiarch;: unless by chance 
he who wrote this, as St. Hieronyméus says: about Jovininanus 
and Vigilantius, may have been seized with a fit of madness and 
ought to be bound with the bonds: of ‘Hippocrates. But let us 
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answer briefly to each point, As far as the cognizance of the 
-erime-of Heresy is coneerned, it is indeed a matter for the po- 
litical magistrate to proceed severely against heretics judged 
and condémned by the Church; and to gudge whether anyone is a 
heretic or not, he who thinks this pertains to a political mag- 
istrate rather than to the Church must necessarily have read 
nothing at all and knows nothing at all-about ecclesiastical 
matters, That word of St. Athanasius is noted in the epistle 
to those leading the solitary life, concerning Emperor Constan- 
tine who was trying to arrogate to.himself the judgment in a 
ease of faith. "When hes it been heard: from the beginning of 
time that the court of the Church has gotten its authority fron 
the Emperor? or whenever has this been. acknowledged. as &@ court? 
Before this there were very many. synods;. many courts of the 
Church have been held; but never have the fathers tried to per- 
suade the.Prince: in matters of this kind, nor has the* Prince 
shown Himself to-be interested. in ecclesiastical affairs." And 
below, "Who, seeing him decrecing that he! is making himself 
prince of the ‘bishops ‘and presiding over ecclesiastical courts, 
would not rightly say that this istho abomination of desolation 
that Daniel predicts? And not. unlike that is: what St, Martin 
said to Emperor Maximus who was openly wanting to take juris- 
diction.of the heresy of Priscillianus ,: as: Sulpitius writes in 
Bosk I of the Sacred History- that it, is a new and unheard of 
WEOne that a secular judge s Should. jude an eeclesiastical matter, 
To these things let us add St. Ambrose.as the third witness, 
that in-the mouths of two or three witnesses every word should 
stand; so then he said in. his letter 32 to. Valentinian the 
Younger: "But surely if we either should recall the series of 
divine writings, or the ancient times, who would deny that ina 
ease of faith, dn a case, I say, of faith, that the bishops are 
accustomed to judge concerning Christian emperors, not the enm- 
perors about the bishops? You, by the favor of. God, will move 
forward. in-the maturity of age,.and then you will consider this- 
what :sort of bishop would he be that puts the sacerdotal law un- 
der the lhaiety? Your father, a man of more mature age, was 
wont to say that it is not mine to judge between bishops. Now 
Your Clemency speaks. ' I ought to judge,'etc." -Farther on: 
" If-there is to be a contest about the. faith, that conference 
should be of priests, just aswas done under Constantine, Prince 
of august memory, who beforehand .dispatched no ‘laws, but left 
tne ‘priests a free judgment: " Tet-us eompare, if you like, 
the words.of our apologist with the words of these three most 
wise fathers; he. says that the. cognizance of heresy has always 
been left to the political magistracy and pertains. to it by the 
best law, These otherwise consistently affirm-from the earliest 
age this. never was permitted; it was a new and unheard of wrong 
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thing; it is repugnant to the authority of the Scriptures and 
the custom of the times. Who would doubt that more credit 
should be given to such great and qualified pillars of the 
Church than to one nobody, who plainly does not know either 
what he is talking about nor about whom heis making state- 
ments? 

But now let us examine the reasoning of this person, He as- 
sumes that if anyone Should transgress the law of God, as it 
pertains to the peace and tranquillity of the world, he must be 
“punished by the political magistracy; he teaches that the same 
‘law, as divine honor and friendship with God, must not be vio- 
lated; if one should not observe it, he must be judged by God 

' alone in the future time, and there is no magistrate in the 
world who ought to take cognizance of crimes of this kind. But 
who does not see that this most pernicious doctrine wars face 
to face with the Holy Scriptures, all human and divine law, 
with most manifest reason itself? Did not God under the old 
law command that blasphemers, the sacrilegious, idolaters be 
condemned and killed by the sentences of the judges? Did not 
Christ also with a scourge made of cords cast out of the temple 
all those who wronged Go@ by making out of a place of prayer a 
house of merchandise? Are not the canons of the councils and 
popes, and also the very laws of the emperors, full of penal- 
ties and punishments against those who are sacrilegious against 
God by word or deeds? Augustine says in Epistle 50 to Boniface, 
"Who of Sober mind would say to kings, 'Do not have a care by 
whom the church of your Lord may be defended or assaulted? It 
should not matter to you who in your realm would wish to be re- 
ligious, or sacrilegious, with respect to whom it cannot be 
said to you that it would not matter who would want to be chaste, 
‘or unchaste,' " But on this very much has been said before in 
‘Chapter 1a « 

What, however, the adversary adds, that priests have Me 
given by God as judges, but as gentle physicians for the souls, 
is repugnant, first, to the Apostle who says of himself, "What 
will ye? shall I come unto you with a rod, or in the spirit of 
meekness?"(I Cor. 4:21) On this passage by the rod Augustine 
explains in Book III, Chapter I, against the epistle of Parmen- 
ies the judicial power is meant, and Chrysostom and the other 
interpretators of this passage do not differ from him, The same 
person says again, "I tell you beforehsend that if I come again, I 
siall not spare." And farther on, "lest I should use sharpness, 
according to the power whigh the Lord hath given me"(II Cor.13; 
2,1C), And in another place, "Against an elder receive not an 
ascusation, but before two or three witnesses"(I Tim.5;19), 
wnere most clearly the Apostle teaches that the bishops have 
their own tribunals and accusers in the custom of the judges, 
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give hearings to accuseds, and according to allegations and . 
proofs announce judgments. Hence is that word of\St. Gregory ''’ 
Nazianzen in the oration to the people struck with fear andthe © 
wrathy prince: "You do not adopt a free voice, do you, for the -- 
law of Christ has subjected you princes to my power and. my trie 
bunal? For we ourselves alao cammend, and, I add, by a greater ® 
and more perfect power, Also those words of Sts John Chrysos-" 
tom in homily 83 on Matthew to his deacons: "Tf ‘any duke, con- 
sul, if lastly anyone who wears a diadem should -in-an unworthy 
condition: approach you, control and coeree him; you have a |. 
‘greater power than he.” But 4f bishops.and deacons, with such . 
great men as witnesses, and can in consideration of their power. 
and authority coerce even kings and emperors in’ those matters 
which pertain to God, how much more will the ruler-of the whole 
ehurch and the chief of all bishops have the power? Wk 

But what shall we now. say about.that opinion, whieh immedi-- 
ately our opponent suggests, that the divine mandates are not”: 
Sanctions ordering punishments, but most friendly warnings and’ 
advices? Is anything more repugnant to all divine Scripture? 
For what is this but openly to deny that there is any law worthy 
of the name granted by God? And without any blame'can whatever 
the Lord Mss commanded be violated? For it cannot be sin where- 
only warnings and advices sare violated, but not laws worthy of 
the name, for "where no law.is ( says the Apostle in Rom. 4) 
there is no transgression." Likewise another Apostle says, 
“Whosoever committeth sin, transgresseth also the law; for sin 
is the transgression of the law," (1 John 3) where the Greek 
word ay qaw’g,, Which the transiator rendered by iniguiteas, prop- 
erly means transgression of the law; so that we Should under- 
stand,with John as authority, that everyone that does sin breaks 
the law, and there is no sin where there is no..breaking of the 
law, Shallwe then admit that idolatry, perjury, homicide, adul- 
‘tery, thievery, false testimony, and other things of this sort, 
which are prohibited by the law of God, are not Sins? or rather, 
whatever our adversary Should dream up, shall we. not say. that 
the commands of God are the truest of laws and sanchions con- 
manding punishments, but that they are not bare warnings and ad- 
vices? What of the fact that throughout the old testament God 
joined to His laws%the most severe punishments, and in the New 
Christ proclaims except a man be born again of water and of the 
spirit he cannot enter into the kingdom of heaven, also whoever 
shall say to his brother, "Thou fool," shall be in danger of hdl 
fire(l-John 3; Matt.5); and further, whosoever therefore shall 
break one of these least commandments, he shall be called least 
in the kingdom of heaven? Did oe the ESE da Suuberaer 

Terusalem bear witness that they are imposing So the 
bea most true law, and not merely laying down warnings and 
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advises, since they write as follows: "For it seemed good to the 
Holy Ghost, and to us, to lay upon ‘you no greater burden than 
these necessary things" (Acts 15). -Lastly do not all the coun- 
cils generally add the ptmishment of excommunic.tion to their own 
canons? But the reasoning is ut all-events remarkable why our. 
opponent had judged that the laws of God ere mere warnings and 
advices and not sanctions demunding punishment. Ie gays, for 
otherwise if we would be compelled with the svord to the obser- 
vance. of the Divine law, our merit would be very little; but just. 
as freedom, which is required for merit, wars against external 
coercion, and not rather against internal and natural necessity, 
although the law or jwege by threetening punishment perheps will 
be able to coerce the wambers of the body, but they will be unable 
to coerce the will; therefore the human will, always with the 
help of God anticipating end -ceccompanying it, is uble to will to 
fulfil the law -by the love of justice, and to merit glory with 
God. flso it is able on its own account to violate it, or cer- 
tainly not. to fulfil it, and to provoke ugainst it the Divine 
wrath. Certainly it is coerced by the sword for the purpose of 
observing very many laws of God, as the Apostle says in Romans 
13, "But if: thou do that which is evil, be afraid; for he bear- 
eth not the svord in vain. " Yet they who fulfil these lews (as 
is equitable) Christ his not obscurely signified obtain eternal 
life when He says (Matt. .19), "If thou wilt enter into life, 

keep the commndments." Why finally would the lews at the szime 
time set up punishment and reward uwnlessrightly there would be a 
place in the fulfillment of this law from the transgression of 
which punishment would deter? - Therefore the law demanding punish- 
ment and the judge armed against sinners do not stand in the way 
of -merit, but they deter from transgression, - 


CHAPTER XXV 


- Afterwards our adversary consequently adds the testimonies 
“of the Scriptures and of the Fathers; to wnat purpose they per- 
tain I hardly think that man himself knows who proposed them, » 
First he alleges that the passage of the Apostle in II. Corinth- 
ians 5: "Not for thet we-have dominion over your faith, but are 
helpers of your joy." I say that the Apostle for the sake of - 
‘the faith was not the ruler of the Corinthians; for all of us 
there is one ruler, who created and redeemed us. Hawever, he 
who has read that saying of the Apostle- in Hebrews 13, "Obey 
them that have the rule over you, and submit yourselves"; and 
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"and now I praise you, brethren, because ye keep the ordinan- 
ces, aS I deliver them to you" (I Cor. 11); and, "having in a 
readiness to revenge all disobedience" (II Gor, 10)- will not 
deny that the ruler and pastor was in the place of Christ and 
in his name could make rules and punish transgressors, 
Secondly, he adds that passage of II Timothy &, "All scrip- 
ture is given by inspiration of God, and is profitable for doc 
trine, for reproof, for correction, for instruction in right- 
e€ousness"; but the adversary adds not for coercing and punish- 
ing. However, he got that negating addition not fron the Apos- 
tie but from his own brain sadly lacking in sanity. .For ac- 
cording to the Scriptures has not the Samé Apostle. most cléar- 
ly taught that. shepherds are able to force their sheep into 
good™~pastures, and to keep thém away from harmful ones, as well 
as to punish the réfusers? For he sayslin I Corinthians 4, ‘what 
will ye? shall I come unto you with a rod, étc."; "lest being 
present I should use sharpness, according to the power that the 
Lord hath given me"(II Cor, 13); and what a little before we 
cited, II Corinthians 10- "and having in readiness to revenge 
Si. Gisobedience,”. . - Phare Reelin Rites erin eae atik 
Thirdiy, he~proffers the testimonies of Chrysostom, who in 
his dialogues on the priesthood Separates the regal power from 
thé evangelical ministry, “in saying that the ministry is a re- 
Sponsibility entrusted from Gnd So that without arms man may 
be taught; Kowéver it is not a power of giving and taking 
réalms, or of ordaining laws for ‘the administratidn of the com- 
Monweaélth. But Chrysostom in thet passage does. not deny that 
the Pope, if reason should demand it, can give or take away 
realms; but he discusses only the difficulty which the bishops 
undergo in‘taking care of their flocks, dnd he says that the 
sMepherds of all irrational creatures, for whom only the cor- 
poral ills mst be given attention, are easily able to care for 
tMeir own~sheep against their will, sinee it is within their 
Power to overenme, shtip up, to’ cut, and tn burn them; aud even 
the secular Judges who: govern only the external actions of the 
people can Sasily enerce the people. with chains, prisons and 
the sword tno external tranquiliity. and peace, Moreover a bis - 
op who has the responsibility of curing the defects of $ne: y 7? 
Spirit has imposed on him a most difficult province, Since no 
one could be cured from defects, unless he should wish it; nor 
by any taérments Gould men bé led “to the virtues, But age : 
Chrysostom was not of this opinicn-that “a bishop eould not rol 
erce’as far as ruie is concerneé;. Chrysostom himself in Homily 
70 tn the people of Antioch testifies when he speaks ae Raber laine 
where hé is prohibiting that anyone should summon women as over 
for”mourning at funefals: "May I not farce them to lament 
Be ge eartuncs ef their own"; and farther on; "but if- a thing 
that is not true- we should be despised, we should be compelled 
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reats in the matter, punishing you ifideed with eccles- 
sear that mee but them as will te Suitable to them." ATSo.in 
Homily 83 on Matthew, as we have likewise cited above, he ad- 
vises the deacons that they may~restrdin in view 4f their pow- 
er those coming unWorthily to enummution, even though they 
should be dukes, consuls, and emperors. When therefore chry- 
sastaAm writes in Beck II, On Priesthond, that it was within the 
authority ci bishops to praceed with their flocks by persuasion 
only, but not with. force and civil power, he Speaks, as we Nave 
Said. of eontrolling conversion and care of souls, but not of 
external wickedness, . a : yg Se , 

Fourthly, he“edds that Hilary, who in the book to Constan- 
tine, and in anather against Auxentits, writes that men should 
net de forced tr the true faith by bodily punishment, énd he~ 
seriously accuses the Arians beceusé they are trying to win o- 
ver the. Cathrliecs by exile and prison ton the Arian heresy, But 
the snlutienn is easy, for’ it is mast true that ne ane should be 
eompelled tn the faith; nor does the Church teach that pagans 
and Jews could be forced ter our faith, which is the one true 
faith, by arms and terrors. But the Church forces the heretics 
not to adnpt the faith, but te remain in the faith which at 
some time they had adnpted. “Nor was Eilary uninformed that it 
had been obtained By the Synod of Nicaea itself from Constan- 
tine that Arius should be punished by exile. Further the Ari- 
aris deservedly are~criticized by Hilary because they forcibly 
ennducted the Catholics tn théir own perfidy, since the Arians 
had no right against the Catholics, but on the enntrary the 
Cathnlies had one against the Arians. 

Fifthly, the return is made to thé Scriptures, and he cites 
that passage from the Gospel- "Ye knew that the princes of the 
Gentiles exercise dorinion over them. ... - « But it shall not 
be Sn among youl (Matt. 20;'Iu.f2). But whe of us has ever 
taught that the bishops should rule the penples? We say that 
they are fathers, shepherds); gnrvernors, not rulers; though in 
this passage Christ seems tn Griticize not sn much dohinatinon 
as the arrogance and tyranny of the rulers; since at once He~ 
added, "Even as the Son of man came not te be ministered untd, 
but to minister," There, when He hau criticized the mamner. of 
pagan government, He set forth the form of Hismown Kingdom, an 
He, though He really was master and Lerd, as He Himself says 
in Jehn 13, yet He was in power with humility sa as rather to 
seem tn serve and minister, ee Ree . 

Sixthly, he adds the example of Christ, Who in John 6 takes 
flight into a mountain, lest Hé bé made a king, and’ Who “in Jom 
18 said that His kingdom was, not of this world; also Whe in 
Take 12 did not desire tn be made a judge between the brethren 
in strife; as well as in Matthew 17 He paid the tribute for iim- 
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self and Peter, and in John 13 ile commended the Apostles to fd- 
low His example, which they did, with the Apostles saying, "No 
man thet warreth for God entangleth himself with the cffairs of 
Chis) site.” Dut whither do all-these’ things lead? Christ did 
not desire a temporal kingdom in this world, becuuse He had bem 
constituted en eternal king by the Fathcr om His holy hill, and’ 
He received the hcathen as His inheritance end the uttermost 
parts of the’ earth as His possession (Ps.2). Thus also He en- 
trusted to the Apostles and their successors not any earthly 
realm, but an ecclesiastical prerecture of most cemple power; and 
though. this.power, as ve huve above shown, should properly per- 
tain to the souls and divine and eternil watters, vihnence also it 
hes been called by the nawe of the keys to the kingdow of heaven, 
stilt it may extend itself to earthly matters and corporal, when 
the cause of the faith, the safety of religion, or the salvation 
OF souls demand it, Therefore it does not involve itself in sec- 
ular business whcre it touches on secular business for the pres- 
ent age, but for eternel huppiness. Otherwise the Apostle would 
have involved himself in secular business when (I Cor. 7 and 
I Tim. 5) he gave precepts concerning the performance of the du- 
ties of marriage, the warriuge of adolescents, of wicovs, ard 
the procreation of chilcren. : ik 
Seventhly, he proffers the nassage from the Apostle, "Let ev- 

ery soul be subject to the higher powers" (Now. it), in which 
place he says that Chrysostom thet no one et all is exempt from 
this law, whether Apostle, or evangcliist, priest, wonk, or any 
Oraeryol that sort. But the testimony of the Apostle greatly 
fevors our case. Thet opinion is gener.] end.mwost true that 
absolutely ali ovie obedience to the nigher power. But because 
that power is twofold, spiritual and temporal, ecclesiastical 
‘and political, the one of which belongs to the bishops, the oth- 
er to the kings, the bishops. ought to be. subject to the. kingsin 
temporal affairs, andthe kings to the bishops in spiritual af- 
fairs, as copiously Gelasius I in‘’his epistle to Anastasius and 
HWicnholas I in his epistle to hichsel discuss....But since the- 
Bishop of Rome not only is en.ecclesiasticel prince, to whom all 
Christians are subjected by divine luw, but he is also in his 

_ province a temporal prince; nor does he aclnowlcage any. superie 

_.in tewporal affairs, es do not the remaining a solute and suprane 
princes in their jurisdictions end realms; hence it would be 
that he would have no power above. himself on earth, and as to 
the higher power, according to: the precepts of the Apostle all 
Christian kings end princes would owe subjection to him as the 
higher power. From this is that passage of St. Bernard to Fu- 
peror Conrad, Epistle 83, "I have read, 'Lct every soul be sub- 
ject co the higher powers,' Tnuis sentiment I wish you would op 
serve in exhibiting reverence to the Vicer of Peter, just as ym 
desire it to be observed for yourself by the whole empire." 


“CHAPTLR XXVI 


He arrives lastly at the examples of the Popes, who, vhile 
they plainly profess themselves subject to the kings, aut the 
sume time teach that they are unable to command tne kings. In 
the first place he brings forward Boniface I, who besought the 
Emperor Honorius to order that the Rowen Pontiff be not selected 
through electioneering, or by anyillicit wethod (Cen., Keclesiae, 
dist. 97). But what:hus this to do with the. matter? ft tae 

ime Honorius was ruling in the Vest, end the Pontiff did noe 
have these temporal yowers within himseif to be able to meet the 
popular seditions whic accowpanica the election of the seme 
bishop end were born from it. Therefove he zsked the Ewperor 
not to permit the €lections to be disturhed, but to restrain the 
factious and ambitious wen .ith the imperial power, for which 
reason also the Romen Pontiffs aftervards conferted the right 
of selecting the seme Pontiff on Charlemagne. But not from that 
was tne Emppror over the bishop, or could judge him beczuse he 
presided over hiselection, For it is one thing to designate a 
person to have the pontificate, and another thing to have power 
over a pontiff already created. 

In the second place he brings forth certain acts of Odoacer, 
King of the Herulians, who iw.s reigning at Rome during the pon- 
tificate of Synuachus; But let us hearken to his words. "Excel 
lent laws were enacted by Odoacer himself and were accepted 
through the ecclesiastics in the Church, until he was beaten by 
Theodoric the Visigoth" (Can, Bene quidem, dist,96).. I do not 
know what here to decide about our opponent, whether he was 
dreaming when he was writing these things, or was purposely al- 
leging testimonies against himself, so that he could indicate 
that he was of unsound mind; because the whole of the canon, Be-— 
ne quidem, cited by him is taken up with abrogeting the power of 
the political magistracy. Fot these are the words of that cited 
canon taken from the Council of Rome under Pope Symmachus; "This 
document could obligatc no bishop of the civy of Rome, because it 
did not vermit the laiety to heve any power to make determinations 
in the Church, except the Bishop of Rome; and the necessity of 
obeying remains to them, not of the authority to command." And 
below: "The holy synod seid, though foliowing tne persecution @& 
our venerable brethren Laurentius, Peter, fulalius, Cresconius, 
Meximus, or Stephen, it is not an uncertain matter among us that 
this document is of no moment; yet even if it could persist by 
ary reasoning, by all weens through. the prudent opinion of Your 
Beatitude it was fitting that it be weakened in tne synodical 
convention, lest it should remain «es an example to any laiety at 
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all of presuming, even though religious, or powerful, in any 
state in any manner at all to decide anything about ecclesias- 
tical powers, the responsibility for disposing of which is wun- 
brokenly taught to have been entrusted to the priests alone.. 
These matters that synod at Rowe under the presicency of Syn- 
machus did not hesitate to lay down aguinst the lew published 
by the patrician Besil , vicar of King Cdoacer then ruling in 
the city itself. In this way therefore was he not asleep, or 
was he not insane who put forth the decrce of that synod to 
prove that the excellent lavs of Odoacer were accepted by the 
Church? Also in thet he called Theodoric, the successor of O- 
doacer, a Visigoth instead of an Ostrogoth, and some other ex- 
tant more petty minutia, I am easily enduring in silence. 

In the third place he proffers the example of Pone Pelagius 
I as follows: "Pelagius I made a profession of his faith and 
gave an oath into the hands of Rufinus, whom Childeric, King 
of the Franks, had sent as ambassador (can. Sitagendum, 25,q. 
1}. Here the opvonent seews to internret this cenon to the ef 
fect that Pope Pelagius swore obedience to King Childeric; for 
it had to be proved by him thet the Rowan Pontifiis once were 
accustowed to offer subjection and obedience to kings, But it 
is very far from the meaning of that canon. King Childeric de 
sired to know the opinion of Pone Pelagius on the Catholic 
faith. Therefore through a representative he asked him either 
to write out his faith for him, or at least to signify that he 
approved the tome of St. Leo. The Pope did both; for he signi- 
fied that he approved in all respects the tome of St. Leo, and 
also he set forth in his own words his faith, let ( as he says) 
any occasion of evil suspicion should be harbored in the minds 
of men. This is the whole weaning of that canon, in which 
there is no mention of an oath delivered into the hands of Ru- 
finus, none of subjection, none of obedience to the king. This 
is the good faith in which our law expert is wont to ellege the 
canons. 

Fourthly, he offers the example of Leo IV, who he writes 
confirmed with an oath that he would observe the laws of Lothar, 
and thet he asked the same Lothairto promise that’-a:' certain dea- 
econ of the Church at Rieti would be wede a bishop; aiso that be- 
fore Louis, the son of Lothair, he defended himself against the 
charge of treason (Can. decapitulis, dist. 10; can. Reatina, 
dist. 63; can. Nos si incompetenter, ©, q. 7). But all these 
matters have avery easy solution. For in that canon de capitu- 
dis Pope Leo does not swear, as the adversary lies, that he will 
observe the laws which Lothair with Pope Tugenius present pro- 
mulgated, end which are related in the first book of the fiefs; 
seeing that neither indeed do those feudal laws pertain to the 
popes, nor is any wention of them made in the canon de capitu- 
lis, nor is an oath of the pope Written in thet canon; but Pope 
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Leo only prowises that he will take care that both the laws of 
the emperors and also of the popes would be observed, in which 
sentiment alseJohn VIII speaks (can. Vides, dist. 10). fs far 
se the Church at Rieti is concerned, it should not seem re- 
kable if the pone should not desire to ordein’a bisaop vi th- 
Bae “Ene consent of Caesar, since at that time the privilege was 
in force that Pope Hadrian nad granted to Charlemagne, to the 
effect thet no bishop would be creeted whom Cuesar had not BBs 
proved, cs may be seen in the canon Hadrian... Gist. OG, e 
ly; es far as the clearing of Leo before. Louis is eer ik 
is well known that the Pope of his own accord subjected him- 
self to the discretionary court, as they say, not to the coer-. 
cive court of the emperor, which even before that Leo III and 
Sixtus VI had done, Who , relying on thcir own innocence, want- 
ed their cases to be examined, ana tnerefore were cleared on 
their own testimony without’ the ovinion of any superior judge. 

Fifthly, he offers the example of Ilonorius III, Cnapter I, 

jurew, Caley where the Pope says thet the imperial ‘Low on 
aC swearing of the clergy must be observed, But what is re- 
markable, if the Pope any lew to be observed which especially 
pertained to the honor of the clergy? For the lew was this-— 
that clerks or monks should not be compelled to meke oath in 
any public court... But’ why aid our onponent not noint out on 
this chepter the folioving- that the Pope shoved himself a 
judge of the laws when he declared and extended them by his 
own authority? 

Sixthly, he offers the examoiles of the old Lew ‘by which he 
seys thet he wishes to stop up the mouths of ali his adverser- 
ies. He says: "Let them look wost diligently into the sacred 
Scriptures to see what authority the kings ind princes of Is- 
reel hed over the priests end other ecclesiastical adminis- 
trators. of the divine law, from which authority nothing has 
been taken away in this time of grace of ours. In eny event 
they will perceive thut their power wes very great against - 
these churchmen." “But I in wy scrutiny heve found not just a 
few things that will stop up his mouth. For in Numbers 16 
the prince and all the people ere ordered to come in and go 
out at the word of the priest Eleazar. In Leviticus 4 are de- 
scribed four kinds of sacrifices, from the order and dignity 
of which rightly the interpreters gather the order and dignity 
of the persons for whom these secrifices were being offered. 
The first wes the secrifice of the bull cclf, than which none 
was greater; and it wes for the priest alone, as for a person 
most worthy of ell. The second likewise wes a bull calf, for 
the whole synagogue, Third, was a goat, which'is lower and 
wore abject, for the king. Fourth, und jiastly, a she-goat, 
the lowest and most abject, wes sacrificed for any private 
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person. From this Philo, the most learned of the Hebrews, in 
his book on victims, Theodoretus, q. 1, on Leviticus, amd Pro- 
copius of Gaza in his commentary on Leviticus 4 confirm that 
the priest was higher and greater even among the Hebrews. In 
the book of Joshua, Chapters 14,.17, 19 and ely always when 
the priest and the prince, Bleazar. and Joshua, are mentioned 
the priest is named first end the prince second. Yhet about 
this as we above heve briefly noted) that Jehoida the priest 
ordered Queen Athalia to be dethroned not only on account of 
tyranny but also on account.of corrupted religion, and that Jo- 
ash be put in her place? For. those words of the divine Scerip-— 
ture testify that Jehoida accomplished this affair not by ad- 
vice and exhortation but plainly by commanding. Also the 
Captains of hundreds acted according'to everything which the 
priest Jehoida had instructed them (II Kings 11). _ 
seventhly, he adds the example of the Apostle Paul, who- to 
place his own words before you- when he was accused by the 
Jews ,"acknowledged that the cognizance of his case of heresy . 
pertained to Festus, vicar of Caesar, and for this reason he 
called his own accusers before the imperial majesty(Acts 25)" ~~ 
Vno would not laugh at such an absurd interpretation of the - 
Scriptures? YWould not therefore Paul the Apostle constituted 
as a judge of the Christian faith a pagan plainly ignorant of 
this same religion, nay, even a wocker? Ambrose was not willing. 
to permit the cuuse of Christ to be discussed in the palace of 
Emperor Valentinian, who however wes professing himself a Chris _ 
tian, lest by chance sowe pagan might be sitting amomg the 
judges and should score a triumph over Christ, if he should 
make a judgment on the faith of Christ. (Epistle 92). Also the 
great Athanasius did not hesitate to call Constantine Augustus | 
ties sntechrist, because’ he had dared to preside in a council of 
priests; and would the Apostle Paul have referred the cause of 
Christ of his own acword to a pagan emperor as if to a lawful 
judge (Epistle to those leading the solitary life)? Therefore 
he did not plead his case about the faith and heresy but about | 
sedition and tumult reised smong the peovle, first before Felix, 
secondly, before Festus, and lastly before Nero as judge. For 
his accusers also (Acts 24),were seying, "We have found this 
wan a pestilent feliow and a mover of sedition among all the 
Jews throughout the world and a ringleeder of the sect of the 
Nazarenes: yho also hath gone about to profenethe temple"; but 
Puul answered, "There are yet but twelve days since I went up 
to Jerusalem for to worship. And they neither found me in the 
temple disputing with any man, neither raising up the people, 
neither in the synagogue nor in the city: etc. (Chap. 24), Pon 
. . Neither against the law of the Jews, neither against the 
tewple, nor yet against Caesar, huve I offended anything at all." 


62 REPLY TO BELLOY 


Also, the Romans themselves were not such imprudent judges that 
they wantedto judge about these matters which they did not w- 
derstand. Therefore Gallio, the deputy at Achaia, (Acts 18) 
answered the Jewgish accusers of Paul as follows: "If it were .- 
a matter of wrong or wicked lewdness, 0, ye Jews, reason would © 
that I should bear with you aifit be a question of. words and- 
nemes, and of your law, look. ye to it: for I wili be no judge 
of such watters." | 

Fightly, he refers to the History of Africa by Optatus, as 
he says that the prefect Marcellinus wes sent by the Emperor 
Honorius against the. Donatists. But he betrczys in this matter 
his own lack of knowledge, for our opnonent seems to have taken 
the history of the Carthaginian conference by Franciscus Bald- 
vinus, beeause Optatus is frequently cited in it, as if the 
whole history was by Optetus himself. But no history of Africa 
by Optatus is extant, but only some books against Parmwenianus; 
and in these books he does not mention, nor was it possible to 
be mentioned about lharcellinus being delegated by Honorius in 
the case of the Donatists, since he wrote those books:-in the 
pontificate of Syricius, as he himself ‘says in Book Il.” Moree: 
over, the delegation of Marcellinus wus made after the déath of 
Syrieius and of his successor Anastasius, while Innocent I was- 
pope, that is, in the year after the consulship or Varo, as Gan 
be understood from the proceedings of that conferenee over 
which Marcellinus, delegated .by Honorius,. presided. Further, 
that the tribune Mercellinus. was designated by the Procurator 
in the case of the Donatists is nothing against our case, for 
as St Augustine writes in Book XV Cor XIII, wicrofilm is indis= 
tinct] Chapter I, Against Julian- that wes not an ecclesiasti- 
cal court, in which the faith was to be explained, but an ex- 
traordinary sitting, and undertaken for a certain requirement, 
since the Donatists were infecting all Africas; and it wes not 
possible otherwise to restrain them, or to force them into dis- 
cussion except through the temporal power. Therefore Marcel- 
linus never wanted to sit like a judge; nor give any opinion 
except what was like a public testimonial by which it was sig- 
nified that Donatists in a discussion with the Catholics were 
so inferior that finally they had nothing with whicn they could 
make answer. See Augustine in his summary of the conference. 

Ninthly, he puts forth from Augustine, Tract 2 on John tmt 
at some time the tribune Dulcitius was ordered by the Emveror 
that he should take action against the Donatists. But there is 
no controversy about this; for we deny that it is a judgment con- 
cerning the faith made by temporal princes, but we wost freely 
concede that heretics judged by the Church, such as then were 
these Donatists, and such as are the Lutherams and Huguenots, 


should be punished by the temyoral princes. 
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Lastly, his whole Chapter XIX, and including his whole discus- 
sion, he closes with the remarkeble testimony of St. Ambrose who 
in Epistle 52 says that the prefect Dalmatius was sent to him by 
the Emperor in order that he wight come to a council to be held 
in the palace with the Emperor as judge. But if this is not act 
ing like an impostor and abusing the inexperience of the crowd, 
I do not know whatever will be. Ambrose indeed writes that he 
was called to this council, but he also writes that he by no 
means desired to go, even if it be at the danger of his head. For 
the following are the words of Awbrose in that letter to the Em- 
peror Valentinian: " Dalmwatius, tribune end secretary, has vis- 
ited we, by the mandate, as he alleged, of Your Clemency; ask- 
ing that I also select judges, just as Auxentius had selected 
them; still he did not give the names of those rvho had been sum- 
moned. But he adds this, that in the consistory there would be 
a future certification with the judgement of Your Piety being the 
arbiter. To this I respond- as I think, becowingly, and no one 
should judge me contumacious when I offer this which your father 
of august memory not only answered in his conversation but also 
sanctioned by his laws-- that in a case of faith or of an eccles- 
iastical order that man ought to judge who is neither unsuitable 
to the responsibility nor dissimilar in right. For the following 
are the words of the rescript, i.e., " priests about priests he 
desired to judge," ana farther on, "Oh Most Merciful [mperor, 
Yhen in a case of faith have you heard laymen to heve judged a 
bishop?" And still farther on, "Vhho would deny that in a caseof 
faith bishops are wont to judge Christian emperors, and not en- 
perors the bishops?" Also later on, "If the faith is to be dis- 
cussed, this conference ought to be one of priests." That was 
his statement. 


‘ CHAPTER XXVII 


But though we have diligently discussed these watters which 
our opponent either to the point, or beside the point head . 
brought forward against the authority of the Roman Pontiff, yet 
a swall doubt remains to be removed, which perhaps would accom- 
plish not just a little of the business in hand by some rather 
simple measures. So then, on page 156 the adversary writes that 
the bull. of Martin V is cited by Molinaeus, by which the pravi~ 
lege wes grented to the Frznks that the king, officials, corpora- 
tionsand commnities of his subjects could not be excomunicated 
by the pontifex , or by any bishop you will. But that this bull 
does not oppose the ordering of the right, which the popes near- 
ly always are wont to observe, he proves frow the extravagant of 
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John XXII, which begins; Frequentes de iudic., where the Pope 
writes that a privilege could be given to anyone by: the Apestol- 
ic See so that he could not be excomnmuniceted by anyone. By 
this reasoning also Eugenius IV ssys in the extravagant Divina 
de privil. Francis (which pronouncewent the opponent adds on his own, 
for Eugenius aid not nuwe the Franks, but guve the privilege | 
generally) that he granted to those following the Rowan court . 
that it was not pe armitted any bishop to give.a sentence of ex- 
communication against them. But lastly he adds that he does. 
worry much about the bulls and privileges of the Roman court, 
since from the right, authority, and dignity of the majesty of 
the King of the Franks it cowes that he acknowledges no superi- 
or but God. To this proposal very many solutions ¢an be ad- 
vanced, First, not easily will be shown any such bull by which 
it way be signified that the princes of the Franks cannot be ex 
communicated by the supreme governor ofthe Church. Secondly, if 
such a bull. can be shown, it. should without doubt be so explained 
that we should understand that those princes could’ not be excom- © 
cumicated unless the privilege that was given them would be re- 
voked by the Pope; for the Pope cannot bind the hands for a fu- 
ture Pope, since en equal hes no power over an equal. To this. 
purpose speaks John XXII in the extravagant that the opponent 
cites. For he gives a sentence of excommunication against even 
those who perchance had had a privilege-from the Apostolic See 

of not being excommuniceted, unless about this privilege of. 

« theirs a special mention should be made. Further, in cases of 
the Faith all privileges cease, and there is no one, prince or 
private individual, who for heresy cannot be excom#unicated and 
afflicted with the other penalties imposed against heretics. On 
this matter are extant the very famous testimonies of Urban IV 
and likewise Clément IV,in the letter which begins, Prae cunc- 
tis, etc., and of the same Clewent the chapter Ut officium de 
Heret. » in section 6, Denique, where, after much evidence con- 
cerning the power of the inquisitors had been mentioned, this 
small clause is added; "Notwithstanding any privileges and in- 
dulgences granted to any persons of whatever condition, digni- 
ty, or degree, religion, or order, to communities or universi- 
ties of states and places specially or generally under whatever 
expression or form of words by the aforesaid See, or to be 
granted in the future, since we would desire that no obstacle 

in consequence of this or other kinds of either privileges or- 
indulgences be interposed against us in such a great work of pi- 
ety." But if the adversary, having despised the letters and de- 
crees of the. Popes, is exerting himself oniy on account of the — 
regal majesty and authority, by which right. he contends that the 
King of the Franks and his leading men cannot be excommunicated, 
by the same law he must.affirm that likewise other kings who ac 
knowledge over themselves no temporal power equally cannot be © 
excommunicated. For why, privileges aside, should the emperor 
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and the kings of England, Poland and Denmark, or any other su- 
preme prince be subject to the Apostolic See of Rome any more 
than the King of the Franks? But that Emperor Theodosius, the 
most powerful monarch of the world, was excommunicated justly 
on account of the slaughter of the Thessalonidens , end Arcadi- 
us, son of Theodosius, likewise Augustus, on account of the ex- 
pulsion of Chrysostom from his see, and Emperors Zeno and Anas- 
tasius on account of the heresy of Eutyches, and for other 
crimes Kings Henry of England, Sweyn of Denwa::k, and Boleslaus 
of Poland, the adversary confesses on page 164 and following. 

If therefore, «s the adversary testifies, the supreme dignity 
and majesty.of the most powerful kings and emperors were not 
able to protect them from the ecclesiastical curse, will a less- 
er, or not greater dignity and majesty, be able to protect the 
King of the Franks or his subjects? What of the fact that in- 
prudently, and warring with himself througnout his whole work, 
the adversary affirms this very fact about tne King of the 
Franks on page 161 and following? This in the same place and 
on a previous page he affirmed about other kings end emperors. 
For he mentions that Lothair, Dagobert, Philip Augustus, Philip 
the Fair and Louis XII had once been excommunicated. And clear- 
ly, if the things are true which we heave above related from the 
Gospel, the commentaries of the holy fathers, and from the tes- 
timonies themselves of the kings and leaders of the Franks con- 
cerning the power of the Roman Pontiff over absolutely all the 
faithful and even the Franks themselves, whether princes, or 
private individuals, or ecclesiastics, or laymen, which certain- 
ly cannot be false, no reason can be imagined why the same Roman 
Pontiff would not be able, if circumstances should demand it, to 
excommunicate any prince whatsoever. .. Ms 


PART FOUR 


CHAPTER XXVIII 


Now at last reasons must be brought forward why it ought to 
be considered not only not safe, but even most dangerous, or 
rather evidently and in most extreme degree pernicious if a her- 
etic should be elevated to the throne of a kingdom in the prov- 
inces of the Catholics. Then first I affirm that where the king 
is a heretic, there neither kingdom nor religion can be lasting, 
just as they should for a certainty persuaae themselves who take 
thought about accepting a heretic king that they are consulting 
at the same time about destroying kingdom and religion. If the 
ancient histories should be unrolled three new and great kingdoms 
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d to have been established at almost the same time- 
reat ys pais Africa, the Goths in Itcly, and the Franks in 
Gaul. The kingdom of the Vanduls, under the sponsorship of Gen- 
seric, was established in Africa, which had kings that were her 
etiecs and which raged most cruelly against the Catholic Church, 
and it could be held by only six kings. For although it was 
very powerful and spread far and wide, yet because God punishes 
wrongs against true religion it was a little efterwards so con- 
pletely destroyed and torn up from its deepest roots thet scarce- 
ly a memory of the Vandals has been left in Africa. The kingdom 
of the Goths, founded under the svonsorship of Theodoric in It- 
aly, was at its beginning so flourishing in,power end resources 
that hardly in any resydet was it less than the Rowan Empire. 

It hed kings that indeed were less wncatholic, inhuman, end yet 
Arians; and therefore it could not be stable and firm. For hard- 
ly eight kings had held the scepter in Italy when all the Goths 
to a man were expelled from Italy, or were in Italy annihilated. 
and destroyed. Only the kingdom of the Franks is left, which 
was able to sink very deep roots end to persist.now for so many 
ages because right from Clovis it with the singuler blessing of 
God deserved to have most Christian kings end worshipers in the 
Catholic religion und defenders of tne Church of Rome. Although 
the empire of the Romans was neither founded by heretics, nor 
could be overturned by them, yet no one who has read history 
will deny that while the Catholic princes were ruling it most 
strongly flourished, and onthe other hand it was by the heretics 
at one time or other led into extreme peril. Concerning the 
Catholic Emperor Constantine St. Augustine speaks es follows in 
Book V, Chapter XXV, of the City of God: "God filled with more 
earthly blessings the Emperor Constantine who worshiped him as 
the true God than anyone dared to hove for. As the one Augustus 
he held and defended the whole Rowan world. In planning and car 
rying on wars he was wost victorious; in crushing tyrants he 
prospered in every respect. At an advanced ege he died of sick 
ness and senility, and he left sons ruling." Similar things 
could be said about Theodosius, Charlemagne, Otto I and many 
others. On the other hand Constantius, a supporter of the Ari- 
ans, was compelled to leave the empire in the flower of his age 
without an heir, consumed with a grieving heart rather than with 
disease, to his enemy against whom he was preparing war(Socra- 
tes, Bk. II, Chap. XXXVII). Emperor Julian, impious deserter of 
the Christian faith, stricken from on high in the very beginning 
of his reign, was denied even an ordinery burial, and not only 
did he die miserably, but also he lost elmost his whole army arn 
brought a very great loss to the Roman Empire(Gregory.Nazianzen, 
Oration Against Athanasius). Emperor Valens, aduicted beyond 
weasure to the Arian heresy, basely beaten in battle by the 
Goths, was burned alive, and he led the Eastern Empire into such 
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straits that it hardly could be kept alive and preserved even 
by the incredible virtUe (Rufinus, Bk.II, Chap. XXTIL) of the 
Catholic religion and Prince Theodosius (reading Catholicze re- 
ligionis principisque for Cetholici religionisque principis). 
The emperors of the East,fromw the time when on account of the 
heresy of the iconomachists they began to separate from the 
Church of Rome, alieys wore and more diminished in strength and 
powers and were forced to give way.to the most savage tyranny 
of the Rurks. ‘And. no truer cause can be given why the Turks 
were able.so easily ‘to invade and occupy Asia, Africe and Greece 
except that the schisms.and heresies vhich were flourishing in 
those places, and even today flourish, merited thet most horri- 
ble and most just punishwent from the Lord. Why cny more? The 
histories should be diligently read end re-rezd; not exsily will 
one find that any realr thet Was governed by heretic princes wes ev- 
er able ‘in hep>iness to. be continued, or.at any time to be kept 
eoang Tor a relatively long time. ..-- : 


i, CHAPTER XXIX 


But -it would bé too little if only the temporal kingdom, and 
not also true religion, which alone leads to the blessed end e- 
ternal life, would be brought..into difficulty by heretical prin- 
ces. Most true is that sentiment, "’s is the ruler of the city, 
so are the dwellers therein," -ana that of the poet, "The whole 
world is made after the image of the king." Hence, for instence, 
in the times of the Jews, when Devid, Hezekiah, Josiah, end oth- 
er pious kings: ‘lived, then true religion everywhere was culti- 
vated by all. Vhen Jeroboem erected:the idol, the greatest part 
of the realm was led down to worshiping. idols; end efter the sal- 
vation of the coming of Christ, while the pious Constantine was 
ruling, the Christicn. religion was flourishing,’ and everywhere 
idols were’ deserted. Yhen Constantius the Arian wes reigning the 
whole world was groaning, to use the words of St. ‘Hieronymous in 
in the dialogue against the Lucifsriani, end-wes astonished that 
feewes Arian... Under the -rule of Julian the Apostate idolatry 
revived, cnd countless. men, who hed. enlisted for Christ, desert- 
6a Christ for Belicl,.in order to. please the. impious: king. — To 
pass over ancient happenings, did not within a few years in our 
own cge, while Edward VI was reigning in: Ihgland, almost the en- 
tire kingdom lezve Christ. for Calvin?.. Agein, while Mery was on 
the throne, did not the whole realm return to Christ.and the 
Church? Again, while Elizabeth was reigning, cid not Calvinism 
begin to rule and true religion to be banished? In the other _ 
parts of the Christian world [I do not know whether you would find 
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one heretic prince in whose jurisdiction the Catholic religion 
would be publicly followed and be vigorous. Therefore is he 
mistaken who thinks that, with a heretic king, the Catholic re- 
Lligion can for..a long time ba xkeor cere. : 


CHAPTER XXX 


Therefore not only does religion perish with heretic kings, 
beczuse very weny follow the example of the king, but also be- 
cause so savage and furious is the raging of the heretics against @ 
the Catholics when it is joined to supreme power thet it suffers @ 
them to exist nowhere. Vhat in the Old Testawent King Ahab and 
his wife Jezebel, with the zeal of false religion, did against 
the worshipers of the true God those words of the prophet Elijah 
testify: "they have throvm dovn thine altars,and slain thy ‘ 
prophets with the sword; and I, even I only, am left; and they f 
seek my life to take it away"(I Kings 19). Further, with what : 
slaughters by the Emperors Constantius and Valens, and not 
long after by the Arian Kings Genseric, Hunseric and Trasimun- 
dus the Catholics were exhausted surpasses belief; and unless 
these things had been committed to writing in letters by most 
holy, excellent wen who lived at that time, that is, Athanasi- 
us, Peter of Alexander, Gregory Nazianzen, Rufinus, Victor of 
Vita {reading Vitensi for Vticensi}, they could seem utterly in- 
credible. In the life of St. Anthony the great Atanasius says, 
"After two years the savage madness of the Arians broke forth; 
then were there plunderings of the churches, then heedlessness 
of the divine vessels, then pollutions of the mysteries by the 
polluted hands of the pnagans. Oh, what crime! The mind shrirms 
to tell the things that were Gone- the chastity of the virgins 
and matrons violated, the blood of the sheep of Christ,poured 
out in the temple of Christ, sprinkled the venerable altars. 

Vhat place," he says, "is left that does not carry the marks of 
their savagery? Vhat church does not wourn their treacheries?" 
And farther on, when he had enumerated the exiles and chains of 
very many bishops, even the torments and deaths of some, these 
things are added: "There was to be seen after the week of Easter 
virgins thrust down into the dungeon, bishops bound and led by 
the soldiers, howes of widows and orphans plundered, Christiens 
snatched away at night and their howes sealed up, brethtem of 
the clergy in defense of their brethren calied away into dan- | 
ger." Still farther on, "He was driving the virgins, with the 
flaming fires ofthe fumeral pyre ever closer, to the confession 
of the Arian religion; and then when he saw them invincible he 
stripped them naked, and he killed them in such a manner that at 
a time not very long afterward they could hot be recognized by 
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their own people. Moreover he caught and lacerated forty men by 
a new method; for he beat their backs with palm branches still 
retaining their thorns, to such lengths thet some were rather 
-often treated by the doctors in vain on eccount of the spines 
too tenaciously sticking in them; and others, not being able to 
bear the treatwent, sought death." sAlso he went.on, touching 
woon the cause of all these things in a word, he says: "Seeing 
that these had a zeal, following Ahab, if it were anywy possible 
to do away with.. trutn." This is what Athanasius said about 
those foul deeds which under the support of Constantius the Ar- 
ians perpetrated against the Catholics.. Peter of Alexandria, 
successor of s#thenasius in the Episcopste, accurately describes 
the tragedies which the same Arians stirred up in the time of 
the Fmperor Valens in a letter which according to the words of 
his history Theodoretus inserted in Book IV, Chapter XX. In 
that letter besides other matter he tells that those (i.e., the 
presbyters and deacons of the Church) he began to compel to for- 
sake the ancestral faith handed down by the Apostles to us 
through the succession of the fathers, and he afiirmed that the 
wost clement Emperor Valens will be delighted with this procedure. 
Finally in the raising of his voice to « high pitch he brings 
forth the following: "0 ye wretched, you obey, you assent to the 
Arian doctrine, for certain persuaded that, if you submit to his 
doctrine, you will get money, wealth and honors from the emper- 
or; but, on the other hand, if you resist, then imprisonments, 
tortures, investigations, beatings, and crucifixd0ns:s must be 
undergone by you." Farther on, «after he hud mentioned many a 
cruel example, he adds the following: "Oh the savage cruelty of 
him who judges, nay indeed, of him who condemns. For they vho 
strive in defense of piety endure judgment with murderers alike; 
and their bodies remain unburied; also they who strenuously fight 
. for the :Faith are thrown to the wild beasts and vultures to bec 
devoured; while they lestly who have pitied tne fathers of ‘the 
Slain for the sake of conscience are killed with the sword as 
impious authors of crime. Vhat law of the Romans, what sentence 
of the barbarians has taken vengeance against those who have con- 
doled with the parents of the slain! Vhere, indeed, was such a 
- crime of the ancients ever perpetrated! These are the things that 
I tell, indeed incredible, dire, monstrous, barbarous, without 
- pity, bitter; yet the madly insolent Arians have gloried in them 
wreigaeeneed for joy. For since all the city was in grief and 
mourning (indeed, there was not a house, as was written in Exo- 
- dus, in which no dead lay) those cruel winds could in no way be 
satisfied and were not quieted, but went on to do crime anew." So 
‘said Rufinus in his Ecclesiastical History, Book II, Chapter III. 
About the Arian Bishop Lucius, who likewise supported by the as- 
sistance of the emperor, wretchedly ravaged the Catholic Church, 


- he adds the following: "Lucius, as an incitement to cruelty ° 
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offered to him, acted most savagely toward the others and went 
into blood to such an extent that not even any appearance of re- © 
ligion seemed to be preserved. With his first entry such exten- — 
sive and base actions were taken against the virgins end celipetes 
of the Church that the like are not recalled in the persecutions — 
of the pagans. . Then after the flights and exiles of the ‘citi- 
zens, after the slaughters and torments, and the flames with 
which he destroyed many, he turned the arms of his fury against 
the monasteries. He devastates the desert end declares war on 
the quiet. Three thousand wen, or mere, at one time, dispersed 
in seeret and solitary habitation thuoughovt all the wilderness 
he proceeds in like manner to assault. He sends an armed band 
on horse and on foot. Ur selects tribunes, commanders and gen- 
erals, as if about to fight against barburians. And when they 
had come, they saw a new kind of war- thet their enemies offer 
their necks to the sword, and say nothing except, !Friend, for 
what have you come?! " That..is- what Rufinus szid. ; | 
Gregory Nazianzen in his oration against the Arians and on 
his own account deplores certain other criwes per »etrated by the 
Arians under the Arian king as follows: "Oh ye alters that we 
love, as the Divine vritings say, but now stained with ignominy, 
what about the shameless youth basely humming and’ weaving their 
bodies in insults tc you? Oh the modesty and propriety of the 
nuns which are not even uble to beur the sight of modest men, who 
hrs: disgracedyouakso with eventhos parts of the body which it is 
wrong to see end has displayed to the eyes of impious mema 
wretched spectacle and one to be punished with the fire of Sodom? — 
For I pess over killings more tolerable than this disgrace. Vhat — 
about the wild beaststhat we huve loosed against the bodies of the ; 
saints, which indeed they did who suliied and destroyed human na- ! 
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ture charged with only one crime, that is, that. they did not as- 
sent to impiety? Wheat about the flesh of the orelzves. likewise, 
with other initiates being present and unable to offer any as- 
sistance except tears, that was torn with fingernails? With Christ 
crucified? Having gained the victory in their suffering? Sprink- 
ling the people with their precious blood? Led away at Last to 
death? With CHrist buried und crowned with glory with Him? What 
about the elders then that fire and water, their natures opposing 
each other in turn, reach, when they suffered a new and unusual 
conflagration on the sea, as they were consumed with the ship. on 
which they had set sail?" This is what he. suid who in these last 
words very covertly signi£ied the unheard of type of punishment 
oy which eighty venerable men who had been sent es legates by the 
orthodox to the emperor, and who were shut in a ship which had 
been set on fire in the midst of the waves, the prefects of the 
Emperor Valens burned up. But all these things which have been 
told up to this tiwe can seem tolerable and gentle, if with them 
are colwpared what Victor of Vita {reading Vitensis for Vticensis) © 
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writes was end by the kings of the Vandals for the sake of prop- 
agating the Arian faith. [In the first book he tells the follai- 
ing about Genseric when he seys:."By no weens did he delay to or 
der the Vandals that they should completely drive out the bishops 


and noble laymen from their churches and dwellings. " And’ farther 
on, "A great crowd of the clergy... were robbed and placed naked in 
unsound ships whom he directed be driven out." Still farther on, 


"The priests and outstanding wen, with their churches end fortunes 
gone, are now met with, unless: they are begging that the means of 
habitation be granted to. console: the pedple of God. To these with 
_pabid words through a messenger he responded: 'T have decreed 
concerning your name end kind to let none go, and do you dare to 
ask such things?! And these the same hour he vanted to sink ina 
neighboring sea, if he were not asked now for a long time by his 
own people not to do it." snd farther on: "He spreads terror with 
deadly mandates, so that in. the widst of the Vendals our people 
eould not even breathe, and no place was ever. afforded for the 
wailers for. preyer or sacrifice. Agein fartner slong: "He orders 
that the servants of God with feet tied after heving run four a- 
breast backwards over the thorny parts of the forests in like 
manner die, so that the bodies of the innocents (reading innocen- 
tium for innocentuw], as they,are led and re-led. may be eaten 
up by the sharp: voints of the wood, and so that, bound as they 
ere, they may ‘Look upon,as they go, their own ends." snd below: 
"At a certain time the paschal solemnity was being. celebrated, 
and when at a certain place that is called the palace on the day 
of the paschai sacrifice our people were opening the Church 
which had been closed to them the Arians discovered them, At 
once a certain elder of them, Audiet by name, having guthered a 
band of armed men to himself, is stirred up to ass ault the Snore 
of innocents. They enter with drawn swords, they ley hold of 
their arms; und also some mount the roofs. end through the win- 
dows of the church: they. scatter arrows; and then perchance as 
the people. of God were singing 4a reader. standing. on the pulpit 
was singing a sweet alleluia when an arrow struck hin in the 
throat, and as the book fell from his hands he himself fell dead 
after it. Now also others,. very weny, ere proved. to have been 
kilied with arrows:.and javelins at the foot of the altar. and 
_‘those who were not then killed with.the sword, afterward weak- 
ened by punishment, were almost all killed by orders of the king, 
especially those of wature age. At another place when the people 
of God were worshiping, entering with the greatest rage, they 
spilled the body and blood of Christ on the floor and trampled it 
with their polluted feet." Moreover Victor ut the beginning of 
his second book describes likewise the first events ofthe, reign 
of Huneric, who had sticceeded Genseric, cs quite moderate and 
gentle against the Catholics, but-as it could not be that the 
spirit of Satan, with which the heretics ere filled, could long 
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suffer the Catholic Church of Christ to be in peace, it added a 
Little later the persecution of Huneric against the Catholics, 
which was wuch heavier than ever then ever it was under Genser- 
ie. He says: "With what rivers of tears shal! I go on, when he 
destined to:desért exileithe bishove>: elders;..deacons and other. | 
members. of: ‘the. Church: to the’numbar’:cef”. 4,866"-and then in the 
whole.second and third books the seme author tell or the unheerd 
of and almost unbelievable punishments with whicn in the whole 
reien of tne Vandals the Catholics were most crueily afflicted. 
These things, therefore, and not otherwise they should expect who 
allow a Calvinist king to be placed over them, unless we believe 
that the spirit of Calvin is gentler than wus onee that of the 
Arians. But the Anglican tregedies proclaim othervise- the ex- 
iles, imprisonments, yokes, and those horrible slaughters which 
in the year 1562 the Calvinists in wany parts of France and in 
1572 in Belgium perpetrated. Who does not know how many sacred 
churches, how many wonasteries, how many districts, how many 
towns the Calvinists devastated and plundered! in how many 
places they overturned the altars and profaned the secred ves- 
sels! The images of Christ and of the saints they broke up, and 
the relics of jthe saints they dug up, burned up, end threw into 
the streets and sewers! How often did they strew on the ground 
the. very body and blood of Our Lord, trample it under their 
heels, throw. it to the dogs, and seek it with the torturing lit 
tle balls. But what shall I say of the horrid and monstrous kal] 
ings! Did they not cut the infants in half, es once did the Ari- 
ans! Did they not flay the faces of the priests! Did they not 
cleave their heads in half at a blow! Did they not wear the 
lobes of the ears of the ecclesiastics for necklaces and collars! 
Did they not slowly uncoil and draw out the viscera of some 
while still alive and watching it! Did they not assail very 
rany, bound to stakes, with missles for sport! Did they not 
throw many headlong into very deep wells or at other places into 
the deepest valleys! Did they not bury some even alive} Did 
they not in the foremost city of the Cenomaniori force a certain 
priest to eat a shameful pert of his own body that had been cut 
off! And a little afterward while he was still alive and breath- 
ing did they not open his belly, because they seid they wanted 
to. ascertain whether the human stomach would digest eatables of 
this sort! Did those most monstrous beasts nearby Orleans, when 
several ingenuous boys Were hiding in the tower of a church for 
fear of the Calvinists burn them up with the church, end throw 
some back into the fire who had escaped through a window- a most ‘ 
wretched sight! Do not all these and wany more other events I 
have today living eye-witnesses? Do they survass alli the cruel- 
ty of the barbarous tyrants, of the monstrous wild beasts, and I 
would say nearly of the infernal demons? But if the Calvinists 
have done such things under lesser princes end those who 2 HEE Ae 
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back with a certain fezr ofthe king, what, I ask, would they do 
if they should see as the supreme prince and most powerful king 
a:man of their own sect? And if with such great slaughter they 
heve raged against the Cetaolics when they had no defcat from 
them, -what, when they could be glutted with the blood of the 
Catholics, would they do when the memory of the day of St. Bar- 
tholomew returns to them? They to whom it pertains should have 
seen the toils and.calumities of neighboring Imgland, and.learn- 
ing thereby they. should: diligently consider whether it would 
hapnoen in their own casé.if they should get o heretic and a her- 
etic Yalvinist,as king, } 


CHAPTER XXX 
_ But there is anotner réuson why under a heretic prince the 
Catholic religion could not.be safe.) For if perchance any 
should be remaining who. neither the example of the king would 
draw along to heresy, nor any power of the enewies of the faith 
would compel to go into exile, yet they, who by necessity would 
be very few, of their own accord would desert their native land 


and seek voluntery exile, botn that they may obey the laws of 


the Church, which advise shunning heretics, and so that they may 
Hes poueve to .see face to face the miseries of their native land; 
and lastly lest with peril to their owm souls they have converse 
with the enemies of God. They hedr Paul warning that a heretic 
should be avoided(II Tim.3; I John); they hear John teaching that 
those that are such neither are to be admitted to the home, nor 
should they be greeted; they hear Leo, endowed with the spirit 
and the authority of the Apostle, preeching as follows: "Shim 
the viperous conversation with the heretics. You have nothing 
in common with those who, opvosing the faith, are Christian in 
name only"(Sermon _28,on the passion of the Lord). . They hear 
Cyprian preaching: "lioreover our wost dear brethren should 
strongly turn from and avoid tne words and conversation of those 
Wncee words eat as the canker , etc."(Bk. II], Epistle III, near 
the end). Likewise, "No business relations should be had, they 
should mingle in no. intercourse or conversation with such, and 
at the sawe time they are es separate from them as they are ex- 
fiec trom the Church." . Aggin,. "No. association of feith and 
faithléessness cen exist; he who is not with Mrist, he who is 
the adversary of Christ, he who is the enemy of unity and peace 
cannot be closely connected with us." 

They hear that the great Anthony (Athanasius on Life of St. An- 
thony), that remarkable pillar of the Church of God, never spoke 
kind words to the heretics, but even was accustomed to instruct 
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his disci les that: they must not even go near heretics; not oth- 
erwise ae we fear.to approach them that suffer with the pest; 


- for heresy is a pest especially pernicious; it adheres to words, 


it adheres to books, it is breathed in by simple conversation, 
Therefore since they well iknow all these things and since they 
do not doubt that the true faith is the greatest gift of God, a 
singular treasury and the fountain, origin and the foundation 
of all good things, they prefer, to De cerert of their native 
land rather than their faith, and to be cespoiled of their earth- 
ly patrimony rather then to be excluded from the kingdom of 
heaven. Really, with what state of wind would the true sons of 
the Catholic Church obey and cherish him as king whom they would 
not beable to receive in their homes since Christ prohibits it 
through his Apostle? By what formula of favorable greeting 
vould they be able to honor him whom even if they met him on the 
yoad the Apostle does not permit them to give a simple saluta- 
tion? With what testimony of conscience wouldthey offer him the 
- oath of fidelity whom they do not: doubt to be a rebel egainst 
‘God, an exile from the Church, a deserter of the Christian forces? | 
With what eyes would they behold the inauguretion and anointing 
of him as king when they know-he laughsat all ceremonies end rites 
of this kind, and that the solemn oath to defend the Catholic 
Church eitner he will not undertake, or he will not observe, 
since, indeed, he swore from his heart as a Calvinist that he 
would fight the Catholic Church of Rome with all his strength, 
“Which he desires to be overturned, and always has fought? There- 
fore it.is no wonder if under:a heretic king the Catholic relig- 
ion cannot for a relatively long time be kept up, since either 
all Catholics go over into heresy, to enter into the favor of 
the king, of by the siwe king they are punished by imprisonment, 
exile, and death, or they of their owm accord change their coun- 
try by exile, ie oka 


| CHAPTER XXXII 
SUMMARY OF THE WHOLE DISCUSSION 


It has seemed good here at the end to place the summary of 
the whole discussion in. three syllogisms, so that all may un- 
derstand that the exclusion of Henry of Nuvarre from the right 
of succession to the throne of France hus been shattered by the 
most sure and even incontrovertible demonstrations. 
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First Syllogism 


All Huguenots are heretics; 
Henry of Navarre is a Huguenot; 
Therefore Henry of Navarre is a heretic. 


Be 


Second Syllogism 


Henry of Navarre is a heretic. 

All heretics are lawfully cut off from the right of suc- 
cession to realms by the Apostolic See; 

Henry of Navarve has been lawfully cut off by the Apos- 
tolic See from the right of succession to the realw of 
Frence which he was claiming.. 


Third Syllogism 


Henry of Navarre, as a heretic, has been lawfully de- 
prived by the Apostolic See of the right of succession 
to the kingdom of France, which he was claiming. 

All those that receive as rulers those who have been 
adjudged heretics and deprived of the right to rule by 
the Apostolic See prove themselves too little zealous 
of religion and kingdom, not to say, traitors. 

Henry of Navarre therefore cannot be welcomed to the 
crown, unless by those who went to be considered as too 
little zealous of: religious and kingdom, not to say, 
traitors. 


The proposition of the first syllogism his been demonstrat- 


ed by certain arguments in ail the second part of our 
discussion. The assumption of the seme syllogism is 
conceded by the adversaries, which, to be sure, Henry 
himself approved by words and deeds. 


The assumption of the second syllogism is the conclusion 


of the preceding syllogism, and therefore it does not 
need new proof. The proposition of the same syllogism 
has been sufficiently proved in the whole third part of 
our discussion.. 


The assumption of the third syllogism, since it is the con- 


clusion of the second syllogism, does not require other 
proof. 


The proof of the seme syllogism hes been demonstrated in 


the whole fourth part’of our discussion, 


END. TO GOD THE PRAISE! 
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science, 10, freedom, c. 
Consent, people, civil power, 


Adultery, 
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Consent, Cont. 

42, 46. Continence, 17. Cop- 
ies, ix. Copyright, vi. 

Council, apvointed by Pope, 
21, 44, 45, bishops, numbers 
do not make, 45, esnvened on 
request of Pore by Iwseror, 
QL, Laws, does NOL wakes for 
Church, 44, Pere wnder in 
schisms, 44, private individ- 
uals not to question, &2-25, 
ratification by Pope, 45, 
schism, who is lawrul Pope,4 
Cross, Sign of, 12. Cruci-- 
fixions, 69. Daughter, 34. 

Dead, prayers for, 17, sacri- 
ices Tor.i2. Deacois, Gy, 
persecuted 72. Democracy, 2. 

Deposition, ineptitude, 32, 
36, 45, 46, interests of 
Church, 37, kings for heresy, 
fos Obs Cbs OF-0b, TeLLeson 
in danger, 27, 36, 37-38, 4b- 
46, siwony, 27, tyranny, 61, 
Dialectic, 28. Deserts, 70, 
72. Dreams, 00-34, 

East, prayer toward, 1z. E- 
ditions, ix. Elders, 22, per- 
secuted, 72. . 
.Emperor, bishops judge-on 
faith, 51-52, 63, avdoroves, 
60, council convened on re- 
quest of Pope, 2l, heresy 
Church judges, 61, rescripts, 

ExcamMunication, 26, 40, 54, 
63-64, 65. Exile, 35, 70, 
self, 73-74.. . 

Faith, cause of, spiritual 
power extends to earthly, 57, 
Church, priests judge, 50-54, 
63, individual, 10, justifica- 
tion through, 10, Fiefs, law 
59-60. Flight from persecu- 
tions, 70-72. Fasts, 4£, 


INDEX 


ixed da Oss 
Sechelt Er fs ae of 
priests, 72. °PLO¢el ne, oo. 
Pocds, Hest Beloved. tee. are 
Fraud) od. oFree wills! 20,a85% 
1IG.,.iPeLend,oSey : 
Goveruwent, consent of people, 
42. hupan ‘cloice, Law; Llaw#of 8 
navicus, <2, type mants choice,: 
29. Grace, 10, vork, Ll. -Her- 
esierean, ,5o, G0 

Ileresy, le, £4, 44, Church 
jucges, Gl, disease-.of soul, & 
30, 36, kings, lose succession 
rights, jurisdiction, £4-25, @l, 
distinction between private end) 
public capacity, £5, must erad- 
icate, £6, tolerated in, 25, 
perishes, 5, political magis- 
trztes punisn efter conviction 
by Church, 50-52, Pooe, can be 
judged, deposed by Council, if 
convicted, £1, proved, decided, 
elosed, £25. (sin wes God pudhige 
temporal peins, £5, cs, 35-36, 


Heretics, WW; G,. 658, ofgras, 


66, avoided, 75-74, .75, Catho- 


lics cannot accept,. 74, 75,per-— 
secuted by, 68-73, shun, 73-74, 


.cerevonies oppose, 5, Chalce- 


don, not accept, 5, coercion 
to rewain in faith, 56, coun- 
cils! judgments, 15, 17, depo- 


- sition, barred from succession, 


cannot rule Ci:tholics, 1-<, 25, 
65. 74-75, kings cannot defend, 
OL, Niceea, Council, not accept, 
4, 5, peril to religion, 66-68, 


- 735. persecuted Cztholics, 68- 


75, privileges do not protect, 

64, seculars punish after con- 
viction by Church, 62, subjects 

freed from octh, 5-26, tempor- 
al goods taken away, 25, 27, 35, 
65, Trent, Council, not accept, 
5, unrestrained if king is, 73. 
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Political Philosophy, ix, 4. 


Political Theory, ix, 
Politics, ix. 
Pope, appecls jurisdictio.., 
59, 41, 47-48, bishops, over 
all, 37, 38, 47~48, emperor 
approves, 60, ceremonies in- 
stituted, 7, clears self by — 
oath ,£160, consents to own tri- 
al, 21, councils wist be ap- 
“pointed by, 21, 44-45, rati- 
fies, 45, bonation, Cons*an- 
tine, 46-47, France, jurisdic-_ 
tion, 57, 40, 65, heresy cause 
of deposition, £1, judge, par- 
ty in councils, 18, £0, keys, 
$85 over-riding power, 37, 40- 
42, 45, 47-49, 57, 65, ‘own : , 
case, judges, £1, pastor, fa-~ 
other of all, 37, 38, 29, 45, 
57, primacy, 38, rescripts, 
£5, Rowe,rules, 46, rulers, 
jurisdiction, takes away for 
crime, 65, heresy,24-25, inep- 
titude, 32, 36 40, 45, 55, © 
653.79; over, 25, o7-58, suc- 
cession right, barred from, — 
heresy, 1,2, 24-25,.37-38,65, 
spiritual power extends to 
temporuls, 37-28, 40-42, 46- 
49, 57, supreme prince, 20, 
57, 65, tewporals, spiritual 
power pervades, 57, 40-42, 50, 
57%,65,tewporal pains, 35-64, 40, 


Power, civil,-from consent of 


people, law of nations, 
42, 46, to ecclesiasticels, 
45, Pope, over-riding, 44-48, . 
57, regal, ecclesiastical, 
separate, 55, regal, cennot be 
taken away, £8, direct from 
God, £5, 27-28, inception, 29, 


by oppression, 50. prefect of 
Palace, Pepin, 45. prelates 
persecuted, 70-7£. Presby- 


ter, 69, bishop, 17. Priests, » 
faces flayed, 72, judge the 


-conviction by Church, 62. 
.of cross, 1&. 
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fzith, 63, physicians 
net, judges, 50-56, 61. 
Prince, supreme, judge, even ovm. 
cas¢, £0. Providence of God, £9. 
Provnets, Lelse, .c~-a4d, 35. Pry<*': 
dence, 29, Privileges no protec- 
tion, case of heresy, 64. Proof- 
reading, 1x. Publication, plaee, 
LX EL blo sher », 26. OY let rd 
Refiérn:. 5, 9, not heard at-com 
cil.or Front, 18, 21+£8..> Reli¢es: 


» teachers, 


., profanec, ‘72, viorship, L7. 


Religica, danger, subjects freed 
from catn, £7, freedom, €, here- 


king protects, $1, 65-67, safety, . 


spiritual power extends to tempor 
als, 57, 67, wrongs vs. punished 
. by God, 66. 
«en, PFOVES iL LS. els 

. Sacramentarians, 14. 
altar, 14, beptism, 17, number, 11. 


Revelations, private 
Sacraments, 


Sacrifice, dead, for, 12, Eucher- 


‘ist, 14, wass, ll, persons, kinds, 
degrees, 60-61. 


Sacrilege, 5, 33, 
65, 52, 70-74, Saints, invocation, 
ll, 17, merits, 17, profaned, 72. 
tism, 16, spiritual power extends 
to temporals under demands, 57. 
Schisms, 57, Pope under councils, 
44, Sectzries, 45, fects, kings — 
cannot favor, defend, 31. Secu- 
lars, ix, punish heretics after 
Sign 
fimony, deposition, 
Cin, lav violates, 53, pun- 
ished by God alone, ¢3-34. Soli- 
gary ide, 122 fon 7.°S4: Spir- 
itual, politice1l, one comron- 
we.lth, 41, 65. Stocks, 7£. 
Stoning, idolezters, ¢4. €ub- 
jects, freed from oath to here- 
tic, 25, religion in danger, 26- 
27. Succession, agnates, l, her- 
esy bars, 1-2, 24-25, 74-75. Su- 
preme prince judge even own cuse, 


ae 


20. Swords,.two,', 49, 50, 
— FRempdEal pains, ’25-84, 35, 40- 
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Homicide, SSe ney Aa oe her! 
teonowachists, 67.. Idolatry, . 
cense, rope Marcellinus, £0. 
Images, 17, profaned, 72. In- 
prisonments, 69, 7c. Infunts, 
baptism, 12, 16-17, cut in ha 
72... Investigabions,: 59. 6.7 
Judge, ecclesiastical for her- 
esy, 50-52, party, rope same 
time, 18, secuiars to punish 
heretics, 50-5¢, criminei, 55, 
Jurisprudence, 28, Justice, by 
help of God, 29. Justifica- 
tion by faith, 10. Keys, Pope, 
Kingdoms, heresy, cannot lust 
under, 66-67, transferred by: 
Pope, 40, 45, 55, by providence 
of God, 29. , 
Kings, Church, religion, de- . 
fend, protect, 31, 43-44, 50, 
coercion vs., 36, 45-44, con- 
sent, will of people, 29, 42, 
46, deposed for crimes, 65, 
heresy, £5, 31, ineptitude, 32, 
Soy 36, 45, 46, domain seized 
if heretic, 26, 86, interests 
of Church, 37, 40, 43-44, fam 
ily.from, people decide, 29, 
feared, 27-28, 50, feith judged 
by Church, 50-54, heresy toi- 
erated, 25, 26, 37,eradicate, 
must, <6, 32, 43-44, GE, ex- 
communicated for failure, 3l, 


deposed, 32-33, 43-44, 65, her. 


etics Catholics cannot accépt, 
74, 75, danger to. religion, 66- 
68, 75, subjects unrestrained, 
75, imitated by. people, 45, 50, 
65, 67, 73, jurisdiction, here- 
sy loses, through Pope, 24-25, 
28, 31, 36, 57-38,.65, under 
Pope, <9, 57, 65, justice, law, 
by. help of God, £9, power di- 
rect from God, £5, 27-28, 25, 
cannot’ be taken away, 28, 31, 


'Massaeres, 72, 


excommunicate, 26. 


sects, cannot favor, defend, 31, 
43, subject to Church, 61, 40-4, 
65, subjects freed from oath to 
heretic, £5-2£6, 31-32, succes- . 
sion, right, deprived of by. Ap- 
ostolic See for heresy, 24-25, 
65, sword, uses ut nod of Churk, 
50, temporal pains, 25, ET, Ss, 
40-44, tyvanny, Geposed, killed, 
6l. 

Laiety, iv, churches possess, &, 
power, ncne, in Church, 58-59.. 

Law, civil, 42, divine, beyond 
wen, 10; coercive, 50-56, feudal, 
59-60, numan, lew of nitions, 2, 
42, natural, £9, new, old, ll. 
Legate, papal, li, £1, 44, 47-48. 
Liendates, divine, not sanctions 
but wernings, 50-54. linuscripts, 


ix. Warriage, 57. lWartyr, 32, 
36, 45. Mass, sacrifice, ll. 


Lierit, question- 
wetro olitans, kings, 
Wimeograph- 


able, 10.. 


ing, ix. Wonarchy,. mants choice, 
£9. lionasteries persecuted, 70, 
72., \ionks, orders, 12. Murder, 
35. | 


Necessity, absolute, vs. free. 
will, 15. Nuns persecuted, 70-. 
71. Original sin, 10, 16-17.:' 
Pagens, no judges of religion, 
61, Perliaments, 41. Patri--: 
archate, Pope, 58. Penitence, 


ie 


People, consent, power to 
prince, 4c, imitite leaders, 67, 
7S, not to be injured by coer- 
eion of king, 36, obedience dGe- 
nied to heretics, 25-<6, 31-3s2, 
owed, 32, pover transfeired to 
leader, £9, set up kines, select 
family as rulers, tyve of gov- 
ernwent, 29. Perjury, S¢, 55, 
Persecutions of Cztholics by Ar- 
ians, 68-73, Philosophy, <8. 
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Temporal pains, Cont. 

~42, 50-56 , 65. Theft, 35, 63. 
Tortures, 69, 70-73.. Transub- 
stantiation, 14, - Treason, -, 
75. Tyranny, 9, 43, 56, 66, 
Vigils, 42, Virgimity, 17. 
Vater, wine, Eucharist, ld. 
Vieked, God uses, 30. Widows, 
Drie, of. Vine, dread, 14, 
and water, Eucharist, 1.2. Wis- 
dow, <9. Yorks, grace, il, mwer- 
4%, 10. 
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